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1 – Introduction 
1.1 Motivation  
 
The concepts of love, co-operation, moral, and sympathy would not lead most 
people’s thoughts in the direction of Charles Darwin, evolution or struggle for 
survival. However, according to the evolution theorist David Loye, Darwin had 
a hidden agenda in his book The Descent of Man and he claims that Darwin ac-
tually wrote about these concepts even though the public has not generally ac-
knowledged it. It is not the common interpretation of Darwin that he described 
human beings as caring and loving and how this love should be advanced to go 
beyond even national and racial borders. In his book, Darwin's Lost Theory of 
Love, Loye gives an account of how this hidden agenda is expressed by Darwin. 
But did Darwin really write this? Although Loye claims it, there are many ex-
amples of how evolutionary theories have led to the development of rather op-
posing ideas. They can for example be seen in statements of racial hierarchies 
materialising in the Nazis’ fight for a clean Arian race, as well as the perception 
that human beings essential are selfish.  
  
Darwin is one of the 19th Century’s most famous scientists and his theory of 
evolution has become widely acknowledged. The term “survival of the fittest”, 
which is broadly attributed to Darwin’s theory, was however coined by the phi-
losopher Herbert Spencer. Spencer, like Loye, linked morality with evolutionary 
ideas, but this nevertheless led him to conclusions differing significantly from 
those of Loye. For instance he declared that widows and orphans should be left 
to die.  
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The theory of Social Constructionism states that identity is created continuously 
as individuals move through different discourses and this means that also the 
reading of texts have an impact on the construction of identity. Taking on this 
viewpoint it would be interesting to explore how readings of evolutionary theo-
ries can set up limitations within which individuals can construct an identity. 
Furthermore it would be interesting to discover how these limitations can have 
different consequences if applied to contemporary society.  
 
It seems that theories within the Darwinian discourse are opposing each other on 
crucial points. We find it relevant to look more carefully into these interpreta-
tions and to read Darwin’s own words, in order to understand how these con-
trasting views have emerged. We have chosen Darwin, Spencer and Loye to rep-
resent what we will call the Social Darwinian discourse. 
 
1.2 Research Question and sub-questions 
 
Based on our motivation our question of research is: 
 
How and why do limitations for construction of identity derived from Social 
Darwinian theories differ? 
 
In our attempt to answer this question we will be guided by the following sub-
questions: 
o What is a Social Darwinian discourse? 
o What methods and tools are used when doing a Discourse Analysis?  
o What did respectively Darwin, Spencer and Loye write? 
o What are the limitations for construction of identity given by the texts? 
o How do the texts of Darwin, Spencer and Loye correlate with each other? 
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o What social consequences may the identified limitations have? 
1.3 Structure  
 
Following the structure of the sub questions we will start the report with an in-
troduction to the term Social Darwinism, provide a definition of the concept and 
explain why we have chosen to look at specifically Darwin, Loye and Spencer. 
Afterwards we will give an account of the theory behind Discourse Analysis and 
the tools we have used when applying it to a text. Then, shortly, we will explain 
the theory of Thomas Malthus as this will help the understanding of the follow-
ing theories. Subsequently, there will be an introduction to the theories of the 
three authors we have used and a Discourse Analysis of the texts written respec-
tively by Darwin, Loye, and Spencer. In the discussion we will look into the 
limitations we have identified in the analyses and afterwards compare them. 
Hereafter, we will show the opposing views of the authors through two case 
studies, the present food crisis and the present climate changes. In this way we 
will be able to demonstrate what the social consequences for choosing some 
limitations over the others may have. We will hereby be able to answer our re-
search question. 
 
1.4 Methodology 
 
Our methods consist of both a textual analytical approach and a theoretical ap-
proach. 
 
In order to get background knowledge of the authors in question, we read a 
number of their books and texts drawn from their primary works and used them 
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to get an idea of their primary values, ideals and agendas. This also gave us 
background knowledge which helped us to further analyse their texts. 
 
Since we would like to identify the limitations for construction of identities, we 
found that textual analysis would be a useful tool. We thus chose to use Dis-
course Analysis to allow us to reveal some patterns of thoughts that are usually 
not noticed by a simple reading. Discourse Analysis also allows us to properly 
dissect the macro and micro messages of the text in order to identify every as-
pect of their messages. The specific application of Discourse Analysis will be 
covered in chapter 3.1.1 and 3.2.1. 
 
Although we are mostly theoretical and not doing any empirical work with con-
temporary issues, we have chosen to analyse two contemporary case studies in 
order to exemplify the identities’ limitations. Thus, we shall read and analyse the 
writings of Darwin, Spencer and Loye, compare their limitation for construction 
of identity within a Social Darwinian Discourse, and finally extrapolate from our 
conclusions to put perspective on the consequences of this. 
 
1.5 Delimitations 
 
In this project we are going to read and do a Discourse Analysis on Darwin, 
Spencer and, Loye. We chose to limit our project to these three authors since 
they present three different views within the Social Darwinian discourse. We 
have chosen not to include other Social Darwinian authors, since we want to go 
into depth with the ones we have chosen but at the same time present a broad 
use of the term, which we think we have done by choosing Darwin, Spencer and 
Loye. 
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1.6 Dimensions 
 
With this project we are aiming at covering three dimensions, namely ‘Text and 
Sign’, ‘Subjectivity and Learning’ and ‘History and Culture’.  
 
The ‘Text and Sign’ dimension will be covered in several ways. Most impor-
tantly, a large part of our project is dedicated to textual analysis, discourse the-
ory, and work with written texts and textual theory. We are also basing our dis-
cussion and conclusion about subjects related to Text & Sign, particularly con-
cepts of communicative theory, linguistics, the use of textual functions and ap-
plied sign theory.  (Text & Sign study definition, l. 24) 
 
“[if] the project, to a significant extent, uses analytical and descrip-
tion of texts and/or signs and sign systems as a method for dealing 
with the main problem of the project” (Text & Sign study definition, l. 
32)  
 
The ‘Subjectivity and Learning’ dimension is covered by our extensive work 
with identity, morality and societal discourse through analysis of Social Darwin-
ism, with a large focus on subjectivity, as included in our research question on 
why identities differ. It is also covered with our work with identity creation 
through learning, and the subjectivity related to the conflicting philosophies of 
our chosen authors, and our analysis of the societal development they want to 
achieve. (Subjectivity & Learning study definition, l. 14) 
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“ (…) by formulating the project’s main research question in relation 
to the object of the dimension, i.e. the formation, acting and thinking 
of the subject, the relationship between the individual and the societal 
frames it is part of…” (Subjectivity & Learning study definition, l. 36) 
 
The ‘History and Culture’ dimension is covered through our analysis of ap-
plied evolutionary theories to contemporary society, the intrinsic connection be-
tween working with mass identity and culture, our discussion of contemporary 
issues and our conclusions on the nature and applicability of Social Darwinism 
to mankind as a whole. We are thus covering several cultural-scientific and cul-
tural analytical disciplines in order to look for changes in contemporary culture. 
(History & Culture study definition, l. 24) 
 
“ (…) by having the method of the project consist to a large degree in 
work with historical and culture-analytical theories and methods in 
connection with the investigation of sources for social and cultural 
forms and processes in the past and/or in the present…” (History & 
Culture study definition, l. 30) 
 
Following our presented structure we shall now turn to the concept of Discourse 
Analysis, both as a theory and as the tool we will be using when analysing our 
authors. 
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2 – Discourse Analysis as theory and tool 
2.1 Discourse Analysis as Theory 
 
In order to investigate how respectively Darwin, Spencer and Loye through their 
works have set up limitations for construction of identity we will do a Discourse 
Analysis of their writings. We will hereby gain an understanding of their differ-
ences and thereby be able to classify how and why they differ, and how they can 
influence people’s identities, - our main interest in this project.  
 
In this section we will give a simple overview of some of the ideas that has been 
connected to Discourse Analysis, and thereafter in 2.2 we will explain the spe-
cific tools, which we will use when applying this discipline to our texts.  
 
Discourse can generally be defined as:  
 
“Communication in speech and writing.” (Oxford Dictionary 1995:330).  
 
Discourse Analysis provides us with a toolbox with which we can interpret and 
understand the world we live in. Whenever interactions between people take 
place, discourse appears. Discourse Analysis identifies patterns in language, 
both in written and spoken, and in terms of signs and symbols, which are used as 
a fundament for creating new thoughts and ideas. From a Discourse Analytical 
point of view, communication does not reflect the world as much as it constructs 
it. (Jørgensen & Phillip 1999:28) 
 
Social Constructionism is an important methodology in Discourse Analysis and 
is the relevant one considering our goal. We explained in the introduction how 
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the idea behind identifying identity limitations in texts is based on the belief that 
texts are capable of affecting the readers’ identity. This view is central in Social 
Constructionism. One of the main points here is that: “The individual subject 
(i.e. human being), according to Foucault [an influential social constructionist], 
was not imbued with a unique consciousness or personality; rather, she or he 
was an ‘empty entity’, the intersection point of a number of ‘discourses’.” 
(Mesthrie & Rajend 2000:323) 
 
 Our lives and the way we perceive things are thus made up by social construc-
tions as an effect of the things we are exposed to through our lives, some of 
these things being texts. The self is in this context understood as a positioned 
self, who acts according to the changing discourse. It is made up by fragments, 
constructed by different discourses, and we are therefore a product of “distrib-
uted selves” which is moving from one state to another constantly under the in-
fluence of the discourse in which we interact. (Jørgensen & Phillip 1999:114)  
 
In our project in general we do not refer to the term identity but instead to the 
phrase limitations of constructing identity. Before we explain the tools that we 
will use to identify these limitations we will first of all elaborate on what we 
mean when we use this phrase.  
 
Although we place ourselves within the Social Constructionists understanding of 
identity, to come up with an exact definition of identity is difficult when only 
discussing a few identity creating factors, in this case the texts we have ana-
lysed. Identity is a concept that reaches into a vast amount of disciplines, and 
with a large amount of unidentifiable factors. To explore the conceptualisation 
of it would be a project in itself and we will therefore not go into this, nor try to 
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give a shallow or limited definition that would not cover everything we intend to 
work with within Social Constructionism.  
 
We can, however, set up the limitations of identity within the analysed texts - 
describing not as much what identity is as much as what it is not. Identities, ac-
cording to a Social Constructionist point of view, are shaped by contrasts. We 
can basically only define ourselves through negation, because there are infinite 
possibilities within any identity. Defining these contrasts is thus as far as we can 
go without knowing all the other identity shaping factors at work on any one 
person. These limitations put up boundaries and the person who reads the text, 
accept its premises, and acknowledges its views will then know within which 
limits he can shape an identity, which is a fair estimation of the identity shaping 
factors we are working with. 
 
We have thus given an overview on the theory that lies behind Discourse Analy-
sis and shall now use this understanding of the concept in order to set up a 
checklist to use in our analysis of the three authors.  
 
2.2 Discourse Analysis as tool 
 
According to our goal of identifying the limitations of identity in the three texts, 
we found a specific table of Communicative Functions applicable which ex-
plains the categories of the Representative, Expressive, and Regulative Func-
tions (appendix E). This table consequently became the foundation of our analy-
ses as we show how the authors use these categories to communicate limitations 
of an identity. When we look for these limitations of identity we specifically 
look for how people according to the text can understand morality in order to 
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know how to act, and especially how people can understand themselves. In other 
words, we look for an aspect of understanding of the human nature, and an as-
pect of regulation of the human nature. The Representative Function showed to 
facilitate the understanding whereas the Regulative Function, as the name sug-
gests, helps in perceiving the regulating aspect. Also the Expressive Function 
displays a regulative aspect. This is seen if we assume that the readers acknowl-
edge the views of the speaker and therefore will concur with the expressed 
standpoints. When the Representative Function is used in combination with one 
of the two other Functions it furthermore substantiates the expression/regulation 
with its factual value and the readers will be more likely to acknowledge the ex-
pression/regulation and hereby place themselves within the limitations. In this 
way did the table of Communicative Functions, with our intention, turn out to be 
useful. 
 
Besides looking for Communicative Functions we found it necessary to identify 
which Presuppositions the texts take as givens. The presuppositions are impor-
tant in Discourse Analysis to understand the text and to properly accept its con-
clusions. In this way the presuppositions and the Communicative Functions 
make up the framework in which we are analysing.  
 
Furthermore, as a help to conclude on the found limitations of identity we have 
in each analysis constructed a scheme showing the specific distinctions between 
positive and negative Expressives and Regulatives used in the texts, as these 
signal a clear message from the speakers about ideal identity. Note here how the 
schemes will be based upon quotes from the text subject to analysis whether we 
have commented on them in our analyses or not. Lastly, we will on basis of this 
work conclude by drawing a picture of how the identity of persons accepting 
these limitations will look like.  
”Understanding Darwin”, group 2  RU, spring 2008, HIB 3.1.2 
 
  12/87 
 
The definitions we have used in order to recognize these features are portrayed 
in the following.  
 
Presuppositions 
 
A presupposition is a fact identified in the text that the author does not feel it is 
necessary to back up, cite or otherwise closely define as it is taken for granted in 
order to support the rest of the author’s text, making up the groundwork.  
‘LinguaLinks’, the online library of language field work defines presuppositions 
like this:  
“A presupposition is background belief, relating to an utterance, that  
• must be mutually known or assumed by the speaker and addressee for the 
utterance to be considered appropriate in context  
• generally will remain a necessary assumption whether the utterance is 
placed in the form of an assertion, denial, or question, and  
• can generally be associated with a specific lexical item or grammatical 
feature (presupposition trigger) in the utterance.”  
(Appendix I) 
In Discourse Analysis a Presupposition can be: 
 
1. Something that has been explored earlier in the book the text is derived 
from, a previous text by the author or anything else that the author has a 
textual background for assuming but that is not directly explored in the 
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text. An example would be that the concluding chapter in a book would 
presuppose the reader any facts explored in any foregoing chapter. 
2. A scientific, linguistic or historical fact so widely accepted that its truth 
value is already assumed positive by the author. An example would be 
that a book on genealogy accepts evolution, or that a book on astronomy 
accepts The Big Bang theory. 
3. An utterance in a sentence that the reader automatically accepts by re-
sponding to he entire statement. Two examples are seen in these state-
ments: “Hitler’s tragic death occurred in 1945” or “When did he paint that 
horrible picture?” The main function of the first statement is to present a 
possibly verifiable fact about Hitler’s death. However, the word ‘tragic’ is 
working as a Presupposition since the reader is forced to accept that Hit-
ler’s death was tragic in order to verify the main function. In the second 
sentence the main function is to gain knowledge from the posed question 
concerning the picture. What is presupposed here is the word ‘horrible’. 
 
Both of these types of presuppositions are mostly concerned with not having to 
explain things that should be obvious and to thus let the text focus on the point 
at hand.  
 
Communicative Functions 
As base for identifying the Communicative Functions used in the text we drew 
on the table previous noted which shows three categories within Communicative 
Functions. We will in the following quote from this table which itself can be 
found in appendix E. 
 
The Representative Function consists of Reportives and Assumptives. Both 
of these are verifiable, factual sentences aiming to represent reality in an objec-
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tive fashion - the difference is found in the easiness of the verification. Repor-
tives are factual sentences which can easily be verified such as the statement:  
 
It is 2 pm.  
 
This is an inarguable statement whichever its actual truth value – It can only be 
right or wrong. The statement: 
  
It must be 2 pm 
 
Is an Assumptives since it is possible to verify, but not as easily, since it as-
sumes less than a Reportive in order to allow broader interpretation. Assump-
tives also include, for instance, predictions where one has to wait and see before 
the statement can be verified.  
The table defines it like this: 
 
The Representative Function: “Purports to say something about how the world 
is, to represent reality objectively”  
Reportives: “Statements about the world which are presented as if their truth 
value could be immediately verified” 
Assumptives: “Statements about the world which appear less easily verifiable, 
generalizations, interpretations, statements about the future” 
(Appendix E) 
 
The Expressive Function consists of Estimatives and Evaluatives. They ex-
press the viewpoint of the text, not aiming for an ultimate subjective truth but 
rather to achieve certain connotations by referring to positive/negative values or 
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estimated judgements. Estimatives are sentences where the truth value depends 
on the reader: 
 
The building is tall  
 
Is an Expressive that depends on the individual’s definition of tall, and different 
people would have vastly different opinions. Evaluatives depend on the author’s 
connotations of certain words and phrases. The statement 
 
War is horrible 
 
Shows the opinion of the author, evaluating on the concept of war.  
The table defines it like this: 
 
The Expressive Function: “Expresses the speaker’s subjective view” 
Estimatives: “Statements involving an estimation by the speaker, where the truth 
value of the statement depends on how one defines the terms used (‘It depends 
what you mean by x’)  
Evaluatives: “Statements which involve the expression of a positive or negative 
value judgment by the speaker”. 
(Appendix E) 
 
The Regulative Function consists of Directives and Commissives. Regulative 
statements are statements that somehow intend to regulate the behavior of the 
reader or/and the author and there are two types of Regulatives, namely the 
Commissives and the Directives. The Commissive statement is a statement that 
serves as a promise. The author can make such promise: 
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I promise to visit you next month 
 
Often the statement will include either the promise of a reward or the threat of a 
penalty. The promise may be on behalf of the author or on behalf of someone or 
something else:  
 
If you come to visit me, I will show you my hometown 
Here the author makes a promise including a reward.  
 
If you behave well, you will go to heaven 
The promise is on behalf of something external.  
 
A Directive statement is a statement that orders the reader to do something. 
 
You must not show this letter to anyone 
 
The table defines it like this: 
The Regulative Function: “Aims at altering the world, at regulating it by getting 
people to act in a certain way.” 
Directives: “Language which aims to affect people’s actions by ordering, tell-
ing, asking, advising etc.” 
Commissives: “Language which aims to affect people’s actions by promising, 
threatening, etc.” 
(Appendix E) 
 
This method of doing a Discourse Analysis and the definitions explained here is 
thus the basis of our analysis work on the texts of respectively Darwin, Spencer, 
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and Loye in our attempt to identify the limitations of identity projected in these 
texts.   
 
Before starting our analysis we will in the following give an introduction to the 
term Social Darwinism.  
 
 
3 – Social Darwinism – an introduction 
 
In this project we will be analyzing three Social Darwinists, so having a base 
understanding of what it is and, especially, what it is not, is important in order to 
understand our goals. 
 
A broad definition is given by Michael Ruse, in which he takes Social Darwin-
ism to be: “a generic form for theories of human social development and main-
tenance which are in some way inspired by biological evolutionary theories”. 
(Ruse 1980:23). In short, Social Darwinism is the discursive theories that base 
moral thoughts and values on the fact that humans are biological beings and the 
result of evolution. Social Darwinism adopts a naturalistic view that ”moral 
facts are constituted by natural facts” (Rosenberg 2000:137). 
 
We use a definition of Social Darwinism that some might call non-standard. By 
many definitions, Social Darwinism is the direct application of the concept of 
‘survival of the fittest’ to society – Entailing that the strong should never be pre-
vented from coming out on top, and the weak should not be helped. Which is a 
view that might challenge the social values of contemporary society – Bannister 
thus explains the connotations: “Social Darwinism, as almost everyone knows, is 
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a Bad Thing.” (Bannister 1979:3). This is then the definition that has gained 
most prominence, and thus an author like David Loye might himself be quite 
against receiving the label for fear of being called on the negative values pro-
voked by these connotations. 
 
However, this is what Bannister in his book Social Darwinism calls the ‘myth’ 
of Social Darwinism. He intended to use evolution as a weapon against utilitari-
anism and laissez faire (Bannister 1979:10), because the results of Darwin’s 
work immediately after the On the Origin of Species was actually a state of ‘re-
form’ Social Darwinism,  - stressing the “intellect” and “culture” in human evo-
lution (Bannister 1979:11), it was just not labeled as such at the time. Our defi-
nition of Social Darwinism thus, as in Ruse, is: 
 
Any scientist who uses arguments within evolutionary theory for a certain socie-
tal discourse. 
 
As our definition is so broad, we have separated what Social Darwinism is and 
what it is not as follows: 
 
Thus, Social Darwinism is: 
* Based on the principle of evolution by means of natural selection 
* Based on a naturalistic understanding of morality 
* An application of evolutionary thought with an intention to regulate conduct 
 
Social Darwinism is not: 
* A set of evolutionary theories that merely seek to inform. 
* Necessarily imposing any ultimate morality.  
* Necessarily based in the field of genetics.  
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With such a broad scope then, how do we intend to cover the field of Social 
Darwinism? Essentially we could have taken any number of theorists in the 
field, but we have chosen three prominent figures that each apply the above cri-
terion in different ways, achieving differing results. The people we have chosen 
are:  
 
Charles Darwin is the basis of most contemporary understanding of evolution, 
and remains the figurehead of modern evolution, natural selection and many 
other important discoveries. We use him both as a figure of comparison for the 
other Social Darwinists and to understand his own scientific thoughts 
 
Spencer is a biologist, father to the selection principle and the term ‘survival of 
the fittest’, and the representative of a more extreme view on Social Darwinism. 
As a believer that evolution is an inevitable process applying to everything and 
that artificial preservation of those less able is detrimental, we will use him to 
give a view of Social Darwinism that lets evolutionary principles dominate hu-
man life.  
 
David Loye is a biologist and futurist who use Darwin’s work as a background 
for a new view on the Social Darwinian discourse. Using Darwin’s own words 
from “The Descent of Man” We will use him to give a view of Social Darwin-
ism that differs from Spencer’s, not focusing on survival of the fittest as a sepa-
rator but instead on love as a connector. 
 
Thus it is our goal, through analyzing these three authors, to get an overview of the scope of 
Social Darwinism and the identities that may be constructed from this. But first we will give 
an introduction to the thoughts of Thomas Malthus; thoughts that initiated the idea of Natural 
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Selection in Darwin’s mind and which are therefore important to  the understanding of the 
theory of evolution. 
 
4 – Malthus and population growth 
 
British economist Thomas R. Malthus (1776 - 1834) published in 1803 an essay 
concerning the population growth. The theory derived from the text has been 
highly influential in a wide range of fields, but the focus in this project will be 
laid upon explaining the theory as displayed in his essay Principle of Population 
and to give an account of the impact it had on Darwin, Spencer and indirectly 
Loye through his interpretation of Darwin. 
 
The main conclusion he is advocating is the: “...constant tendency in all 
animated life to increase beyond the nourishment prepared for it.” (Malthus 
1803:219). He describes how animals and plants all are dominated by a strong 
instinct to increase the number of individuals within their species. Furthermore, 
animals and plants are not checked by any reasoning, and this natural instinct 
will therefore be free of interruptions. However, this tendency to increase will 
eventually cease when the “...want of room and nourishment…” (Malthus 
1803:219) regulate. When concerning mankind these effects are interrupted by 
reason.  
 
Malthus considers humans to be impelled by the same instincts to increase the 
species, but he writes that man at the same time will be directed by an 
“...equally powerful instinct…” (Malthus 1803:219) which will force him to 
consider whether it is just for him to “bring beings into the world for whom he 
cannot provide the means for support.” (Malthus 1803:219). From this, man can 
either choose to follow the thought that it will be unjust and therefore restrain 
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from his natural instinct or he could choose to listen to his urge to increase the 
species. In the first scenario, Malthus writes, too many vices will be produced 
because of this restrain and in the second scenario mankind will increase beyond 
our means for survival. The conclusion to this second scenario is somewhat 
theoretical since food is necessary in order to stay alive and therefore the 
conclusion will be that, “... [a] population can never actually increase beyond 
the lowest nourishment capable of supporting it…” (Malthus 1803:219) 
 
From examples of historical periods with increases in population, Malthus 
concludes that a “...population when unchecked goes on doubling itself every 
twenty-five years, or increases in a geometrical ratio.” (Malthus 1803:220) 
However, this population growth does not correlate with the increase in the 
amount of food. It follows from obstacles such as not having enough soil, 
ameliorating the agriculture etc. that the most optimistic view possible will only 
support for the food supply to increase every twenty-five years by an amount 
equal to the amount present produced and will continue to increase at that rate. 
Therefore,  “...considering the present average state of the earth, the means of 
subsistence, under circumstances the most favourable to human industry, could 
not possibly be made to increase faster than in an arithmetical ratio.” (Malthus 
1803:220) 
 
Combining these two rates of increasing will show a remarkably result. Since 
numbers used on the geometrical ratio is always doubling themselves and since 
numbers applied by the arithmetical ratio is merely increasing in a linear fashion 
we will see that the means of subsistence will soon be undermined by the 
exponential population growth. As Malthus formulates it: “In two centuries the 
population would be to the means of subsistence as 256 to 9; in three centuries 
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as 4096 to 13, and in two thousand years the difference would be almost 
incalculable.” (Malthus 1803:220)  
 
As we will show in the following chapters, Darwin and Spencer took these 
thoughts and brought them together with a general biological understanding of 
development and thereby constructed a view on evolution as highly influenced 
by what they referred to as the struggle for existence. This struggle is clearly 
derived from Malthus’ concepts of the increase in population and supplies, since 
they realized how this population growth followed by an insufficient amount 
food food will inevitably lead to a struggle for existence. The struggle then, both 
in Darwin as in Spencer is an underlying and neccesary base for their theories. 
The fact that every species will increase faster than the means for subsistence, 
here shown by Malthus, is exactly what is used by Darwin and Spencer when 
they elaborate on their theories. More will be elaborated on the matter in the 
following sections on respectively Darwin and Spencer. 
 
5 – Social Darwinism – construction of identities 
5.1 Charles Darwin 
5.1.1 Charles Darwin’s theory 
 
Charles Darwin (1809-1882) was born in Shrewsbury, England son of Robert 
Darwin and Susannah. Wedgewood (Rachels 1990:6) It was on a 5 year-long 
journey with the HMS Beagle, that Charles Darwin started making observations, 
taking notes and collecting specimens of fossils, plants and animals. (Rachels 
1990:19) After his return to England in 1836, he started writing the volume 
‘Journal of Researchers, the voyage of the Beagle’. His two most famous books, 
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On the Origin of Species by Means of Natural Selection, or the preservation of 
favored races in the struggle for life and The Descent of Man and Selection in 
Relation to Sex was published in 1859 and 1871. In relation to this project, we 
find these two books interesting because they were ground breaking when they 
were first published. The theory presented in these works is still seen as the most 
widespread scientific understanding of the human origin today.  
 
Darwin and his Origin of the Species 
In Darwin’s introduction to his work Origin of the Species he highly 
acknowledges his own influence by Thomas Malthus who theorized on the 
matter of population growth. The core concept is that every species have a 
greater growth than can actually survive. (See chap. 4) This leads to a struggle 
for existence which again leads to what Herbert Spencer later coined as ‘survival 
of the fittest’. These fittest members of a species are therefore naturally selected 
and Darwin writes: “From the strong principle of inheritance, any selected 
variety will tend to propagate  its new and modified form.” (Darwin 1859:13) 
This is in a compressed form the key of Darwin’s theory on the origin of the 
species. Since more individuals than can be fed and survive are born, it follows 
that only those with the greatest ability to survive will live. These are therefore 
called the fittest and when they breed, their offspring will tend to inherit their 
improved abilities. From this it follows that some, lesser able modifications 
within the individuals will eventually be replaced by newer and more able 
modifications. This is the idea of evolution through Natural Selection which 
Darwin presents in Origin of the Species. Darwin does, however, also 
acknowledge that Natural Selection is not the only explanation to the concept of 
evolution: “...I am convinced that Natural Selection has been the most 
important, but not the exclusive, means of modification.” (Darwin 1859:14) 
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In the recapitulation of Origin of the Species Darwin also specify that Natural 
Selection cannot explain huge leaps in evolution. “...Natural Selection acts 
solely by accumulating slight, successive, favourable variations, it can produce 
no great or sudden modifications; it can act only by short and slow steps.” 
(Darwin 1859:361) Darwin also puts a great weight on the fact that the closer 
the relations are between two competing inviduals, the more severe their 
struggle for existence will turn out. (Darwin 1859:359) This is clear since two 
individuals with close relations naturally will have similar abilities and must 
therefore fight over the same kind of food. And: “The slightest advantage in 
certain individuals … or better adaption in however slight a degree to the 
surrounding physical conditions, will, in the long run, turn the balance.” 
(Darwin 1859:359)  
 
Even though Darwin has later been attributed to providing perhaps the greatest 
and most powerful argument against religion he did not see why this would be 
the outcome: “I see no good reason why the views given in this volume should 
shock the religious feelings of any one.” (Darwin 1859:367) He even mentions a 
“celebrated author” who writes to him saying that he learned how the views in 
Darwin’s text does not exclude a religious belief but only helps to imagine how 
God initially created a few original forms able to transform and evolve without a 
new act of creation required (Darwin 1859:367-368) Darwin ends his conclusion 
by stating that:  
  
There is grandeur in this view of life, with its several powers, 
having been originally breathed by the Creator into a few forms 
or into one; and that, whilst the planet has gone cycling on 
according to the fixed law of gravity, from so simple a beginning 
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endless forms most beautiful and most wonderful have been, and 
are being evolved. (Darwin 1859:374) 
 
Darwin and his Descent of Man 
In Darwin’s book Descent of Man from 1871 he lets his readers know that the 
book was never meant to be published. (Darwin, 1871:390) On the contrary 
Darwin was rather determined not to publish anything on the matter since he felt 
that everything he wanted to say was already stated in Origin of the Species. In 
Origin of the Species Darwin tried to show how this new understanding finally 
would shred light over mankind and its past. However, to Darwin this has not 
been the result. (Darwin, 1871:389) Therefore Desent of Man might be said to 
be his own attempt to finally give a thorough and true account of the history of 
man, linking the idea presented in orignin of Species with mankind.  
 
In the chapter called Moral Sense Darwin gives an account as to how moral is 
displayed within the animal kingdom but also how this moral works for humans, 
which is clear when he underlines that:“Everyone will admit that man is a social 
being” (Darwin, 1871:480) . In this particular chapter Darwin gives four reasons 
for the development of moral in man: First: “… the social instincts lead an 
animal to take pleasure in the society of its fellows, to feel a certain amount of 
sympathy.” (Darwin, 1871:472). Second, highly developed mental faculties will 
help the animal to recall old experiences to judge for future references. Third, 
the power of language is used to communicate wishes and desires within the 
group. This entails a higher form of understanding than before. Fourth, the habit 
strengthens and thereby helps to regulate the behaviour of a moral animal.  
 
Darwin notes that mankind is somewhat selfish as well. This follows since: 
“With mankind, selfishness, experience, and imitation, probably add, as Mr. 
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Bain has shown, to the power of sympathy; for we are led by the hope of 
receiving good in return to perform acts of sympathetic kindness to other.” 
(Darwin, 1871:479) Here Darwin partly explains our sympathetic acts by our 
desire to receive good in return. He also explains the origination of sympathetic 
acts from the animals where aiding each other is all important. The spreading 
has then happened through the means of Natural Selection: “...for those 
communities, which included the greatest number of the most sympathetic 
members, would flourish best, and rear the greatest number of offspring.” 
(Darwin, 1871:479) Furthermore Darwin ranks moral higher than intellect when 
writing that: “The moral faculties are generally and justly esteemed as of higher 
value than the intellectual powers.” (Darwin, 1871:913) 
 
In his final remarks Darwin states that man may well be proud of his position on 
“...the very summit of the organic scale.” (Darwin, 1871: 920) and he also makes 
it clear that this development in history might give mankind the hope of an even 
greater destiny. But Darwin also shows us that even though we might have risen 
to this peak in evolutionary development, we can never be free from the facts 
tightening us to our ancient progenitor: 
 
“...man with all his noble qualities, with sympathy which 
feels for the most debased, with benevolence which extends 
not only to other men but to the humblest living creature, 
with his god-like intellect which has penetrated into the 
movements and constitution of the solar system - with all 
these exalted powers - Man still bears in his bodily frame 
the indelible stamp of his lowly origin.” (Darwin, 1871:920) 
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This concludes the theoretical investigation of Darwin. We shall hereafter use 
the tools from Discourse Analysis to derive what restricted limitations of a con-
structed identity can be  found in the end of Descent of Man. 
 
5.1.2 Discourse Analysis of Charles Darwin’s work 
 
We are in this analysis looking at Darwin’s general summary and conclusion of 
his book The Descent of Man and Selection in Relation to Sex (See appendix A). 
In this chapter Darwin sums up what he has discovered in the book, the main 
points being those of evolution and Natural Selection. Moreover are the points 
of sexual selection, intellectual powers and moral qualities in men and the belief 
in God. 
 
Presuppositions 
There are not many presuppositions to be found in this text since it is the con-
clusion which sums up points from the book, and it is therefore presupposed that 
the reader will have a basic knowledge of what the author presents. Thus the en-
tire foregoing book in some way works as a presupposition. However, a few can 
be found, for example when Darwin elaborates on how the different evidence, 
when combined, is making up a clear and firm argument proving evolution: 
 
”The great principle of evolution stand up clear and firm, when these 
groups or facts are considered in connection with others, such as the 
mutual affinities of the members of the same group, their geographi-
cal distribution in past and present times, and their geological suc-
cession.” (p. 909 ll. 23-24) 
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Here Darwin is using a presupposition when writing that evolution is caused by a 
great principle. This is a peripheral message meaning that the reader will have to 
accept that the principle behind evolution is great even though he might not 
agree on the general content of the sentence. This shows how Darwin believes 
his own theory on natural selection, which is the underlying principle of evolu-
tion to be great. 
 
Another presupposition is found when Darwin is writing about the structures 
seen in man as well as in other animals. These structures might seem to be irrele-
vant but since they are seen in both animals and man, Darwin uses them to un-
derline the links within the animal kingdom.  
 
“No doubt man, as well as every other animal, presents structures, 
which seems to our limited knowledge, not to be now of any service to 
him, nor to have been so formerly, either for the general conditions of 
life, or in the relations of one sex to the other.” (p. 910 ll. 27-30) 
 
What is presupposed in this sentence is that mankind has a limited knowledge. 
This is important for Darwin to state since his project is about enlightening man. 
That Darwin uses this presupposition as something which is not representative 
but merely a matter of underlying the idea behind his project, is clear when turn-
ing to the very last sentence in the conclusion where he is contradicting the point 
that man has a limited knowledge. Here he states that man has a god-like intellect 
(See ending quote in 5.1.1) and the difference between those two statements is 
obvious. Therefore it can be concluded that Darwin uses a few presuppositions, 
which have a peripheral message about his project on presenting the world.  
 
Communicative Functions  
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In the very last section of the conclusion Darwin points to the purpose of his 
book: “But we are not here concerned with hopes or fears, only with the truth as 
far as our reason permits us to discover it; and I have given the evidence to the 
best of my ability.” (p. 920, ll. 8-10). As we see Darwin wants to present the 
truth. Nevertheless in the beginning of the conclusion he admits that what he 
presents might not be the truth: “Many of the views which have been advanced 
are highly speculative, and some no doubt will prove erroneous;” (p. 909, ll. 2-
3). The purpose presented in the first quote makes the text as a whole a Repre-
sentative function and the second quote narrows it down to mainly Assumptives, 
since he discloses that many of the statements cannot be verified immediately. 
Through Assumptives Darwin concludes on his theory of the Descent of man 
and sexual selection. Examples can be seen in the following: 
 
- “Man tends to increase at a greater rate than his means of subsistence; 
consequently he is occasionally subjected to a severe struggle for exis-
tence, and Natural Selection will have effected whatever lies within its 
scope.” (p. 910, ll. 9-12) 
- “On the contrary, at every stage in the process of modification, all the in-
dividuals which were in any way better fitted for their conditions of life, 
though in different degrees, would have survived in greater numbers than 
the less well-fitted.” (p. 911, ll. 10-13) 
-  “We thus learn that man is descended from a hairy, tailed quadruped, 
probably arboreal in its habits, and an inhabitant of the Old World” (p. 
911, ll. 28-29)  
-  “Man scans with scrupulous care the character and pedigree of his 
horses, cattle and dogs before he matches them; but when he comes to his 
own marriage he rarely, or never, takes any such care.” (p. 918, ll. 34-
36) 
”Understanding Darwin”, group 2  RU, spring 2008, HIB 3.1.2 
 
  30/87 
-  “Man is impelled by the same general wish to aid his fellows; but has few 
or no special instincts.” (p. 913, ll. 15-16) 
- “For the moral qualities are advanced, either directly or indirectly, much 
more through the effects of habit, the reasoning powers, instruction, relig-
ion, &c., than through Natural Selection; though to this latter agency may 
be safely attributed the social instincts, which afforded the basis for the 
development of the moral sense.” (p. 919, ll. 23-27) 
- “Any instinct, permanently stronger or more enduring than another, gives 
rise to a feeling which we express by saying that it ought to be obeyed.” 
(p. 913, ll. 9-11) 
- “The idea of a universal and beneficent Creator does not seem to arise in 
the mind of man until he has been elevated by long-continued culture.” 
(p. 914, ll. 30-32) 
  
The examples show us how Darwin builds up an argument on the evolution of 
man. First he uses the principle that man is multiplying at a greater rate than the 
food supply (see also chapter 4 on Malthus) and therefore fighting for survival 
to underline that Natural Selection will take place. As Natural Selection exerts, 
the modifications with the best probabilities will inevitably have a better chance 
of surviving. Darwin's statement that we descend from a hairy, tailed quadruped 
suggests that man is a descendant from a former and less cultivated species. 
This, again, will lead to an understanding of humankind as belonging to a his-
tory of evolutionary development. Therefore it places humans in line with other 
animals. Darwin also gives an account of our moral faculties when explaining 
the impelled wish we share with many other animals. In the statement here 
quoted as number 6 it becomes clear that on mankind’s present level of evolu-
tion other agencies than Natural Selection will influence the advancement, and 
in the following quote he assumes that the idea that something ought to be done 
”Understanding Darwin”, group 2  RU, spring 2008, HIB 3.1.2 
 
  31/87 
is generated by feelings. Especially for moral qualities, Darwin states, it is more 
likely that the progression will be determined by a variety of other agencies. In 
the last quote it is explained how religion is not an inherent quality in man but 
something that has evolved through many years of cultivated process. 
 
All in all this makes up an identity that is highly dependent on the origin from a 
lower form of species. Darwin shows how human identity is derived from a 
long-continued process of development, mainly determined by Natural Selec-
tion. However, Darwin also supposes that, at the high state of evolution now 
reached by mankind, other agencies such as language, religion, habit and reason-
ing will play an important role. 
 
The Assumptives noted so far mainly describe the nature and the origin of man. 
Darwin also uses other Assumptives in which he proposes how man reasons. An 
example is seen here:  
 
“He who thinks that the male was created as he now exists must ad-
mit that the great plumes, which prevent the wings from being used 
for flight, and which are displayed during courtship and at no other 
time in a manner quite peculiar to this one species, were given to 
him as an ornament, if so, he must likewise admit that the female 
was created and endowed with the capacity of appreciating such or-
naments.” (p. 917, ll. 36-41) 
 
Darwin suggests that He who thinks that… must admit… and If so, he must like-
wise admit that… Darwin expects that the reader who has accepted Natural Se-
lection will logically also accept the other conclusions he draws. Writing it this 
way he includes the reader in the process of reaching conclusions which makes 
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it easier for the reader to digest the text and later possibly identify himself with a 
certain identity.  
 
Assumptives are making up most of the text and the limitations of identity they 
present are therefore more than mere opinions of the speaker. Still, Darwin also 
uses many Expressives and therefore adds to the Representative Function with 
his own beliefs and judgements. The fact that Expressives are integrated in a 
mainly Representative text gives Darwin more authority and the reader will thus 
be more likely to agree with the Expressives. Two examples of this function in 
use are seen below. They are expressions of what Darwin thinks ought to be 
done and what he thinks is good to do:  
 
- “Both sexes ought to refrain from marriage if they are in any marked de-
gree inferior in body or mind; but such hopes are Utopian and will never 
be even partially realised until the laws of inheritance are thoroughly 
known. Everyone does good service, who aids towards this end.”  
(p.918, ll. 42-45 and p. 919 l. 1) 
- “The advancement of the welfare of mankind is a most intricate problem; 
all ought to refrain from marriage who cannot avoid abject poverty for 
their children; for poverty is not only a great evil, but tends to its own in-
crease by leading to recklessness in marriage.” (p. 919, ll. 5-8)  
 
Another example of Darwin expressing his own subjective view is seen in the 
following in which he concludes that education is vital: 
 
“This affords the strongest argument for educating and stimulating in 
all possible ways the intellectual faculties of every human being.” (p. 
913, ll. 41-43).  
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Previously we noted how the purpose of Darwin’s text is to present truth and 
how he was not concerned with hopes or fears (purpose of the text). As a conse-
quence of this there are no Regulatives to be found in the text. The function of 
Commissives is precisely to bring either hope or fear to the reader through either 
promises or threats and this is not what Darwin aims at. Still, through the use of 
Expressives for instance when he utters what people ought to do the reader will 
not be in doubt of how Darwin would like people to act in certain situations. So 
the text is, as the purpose of the text foretold and as we have shown in the analy-
sis, mainly Representative but especially through the Expressives it is possible 
to identify limitations for construction of identity. Darwin first of all distin-
guishes between the civilised and the uncivilised races:  
 
Positive: More civilised races Negative: The Savages, the less civi-
lised nations 
Have a just public opinion (p. 913, 
l. 34) 
Erroneous reasoning and therefore an 
erroneous public opinion (p. 913, ll. 
34-37) 
 Delight to torture enemies, offer bloody 
sacrifices, practice infanticide, treat 
wives like slaves, know no decency, be 
superstitious (pp. 919-20) 
 
Darwin moreover makes it clear that within our civilised society there are supe-
riors and inferiors, that some have further developed bodies and minds than oth-
ers, and that there are both gifted men and less gifted men. He also makes it 
clear that if the Natural Selection is not disturbed, the superiors will over time 
outrun the inferiors. It is for instance seen here: 
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 “; and if he is to advance still higher, it is to be feared that he must 
remain subject to a severe struggle. Otherwise he would sink into indo-
lence, and the more gifted men would not be more successful in the 
battle of life than the less gifted.” (p. 919, ll. 13-16) 
 
Darwin believes that it is best if Natural Selection works since the human race in 
this way will advance even further with regard to bodily constitution, mental 
faculties, and moral qualities. Following this line of thought another posi-
tive/negative scheme can be made in which the positive side shows how this ad-
vancement is aided and the negative side shows how it is upset:  
 
Positive  Negative  
Multiplication of the superior mem-
bers and celibacy among inferior 
members (p. 918-919) 
 
Severe struggle for existence (p. 
919) 
Indolent (p. 919) 
To work for Natural Selection and 
sexual selection (p. 919) 
To make laws and customs that prevent 
open competition among men (p. 919) 
To let fitter members rear a big 
number of offspring (p. 919) 
To diminish the natural rate of increase 
(p. 919) 
Work to understand the laws of in-
heritance (p. 918)  
Stay in ignorance and base one’s argu-
ments upon ignorance (p. 919) 
Reduce poverty (p. 919) Increase poverty (p. 919) 
Prudence (p. 919) Recklessness (p. 919) 
Well-developed social affections Weak social affections and sympathies 
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and sympathies (p. 913) (p. 913) 
The effects of example, instruction, 
exercise, reasoning, habit, reflec-
tion, and religion (p. 919) 
 
Educate and stimulate the intellec-
tual faculties in every human being 
(p. 913) 
 
Sensitive conscience (p. 914)  
 
 
Identity 
The persons taking on this outlined identity will seek knowledge about the na-
ture and history of man specifically, and always base their opinions upon this 
knowledge working for Natural Selection to work out its case. They will cherish 
the effects of example, instruction, exercise, reasoning, habit, reflection, and re-
ligion knowing that these help to advance the moral qualities in man and thereby 
help the fittest to survive. They will therefore also support education since intel-
lectual powers are foundational for moral qualities.  
 
These persons will be against laws that can be seen as interfering with the proc-
ess of Natural Selection. They will in general view the public opinion as some-
thing good which works as a moral guideline (p. 913, ll. 33-34), but use his or 
her own conscience as the final judge upon deciding what is right and what is 
wrong (p. 914, ll. 11-15). Above all, they will always be attentive of the origins 
of our species and this knowledge will entail humbleness considering the great 
works nature has brought about and the fact that we are only a little part of na-
ture.  
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The limitations for identity that we here have argued for are not surprising bear-
ing in mind Darwin’s theory accounted for in the previous section. The theory 
regarded Natural Selection primarily and the identity we have outlined is based 
in this principle and will work for the good of this, and concluding from this 
analysis on Darwin we shall now proceed to Herbert Spencer. 
 
5.2 Herbert Spencer 
5.2.1 Herbert Spencer’s theory 
 
Herbert Spencer (1820-1903), a contemporary of Darwin, is together with Dar-
win the primary source for Social Darwinism (Ruse 1980:23). He published two 
important essays on evolution in 1852, 6 years before Darwin published his Ori-
gin of Species. Although he did anticipate parts of Darwin’s theory and coined 
the phrase ‘survival of the fittest’, Spencer’s theory was not complete and he 
failed to reap the full harvest of his ideas.  
 
Spencer is important in particular because he is the first one to apply the selec-
tion principle to society, in what he calls his Synthetic Philosophy. As he writes: 
“My ultimate purpose, lying behind all proximate purposes, has been that of 
finding for the principles of right and wrong in conduct at large, a scientific 
base.” (Hofstadter 1955:40) The scientific base for Spencer is the principle of 
evolution, which he holds to be universal: “Whether it be in the development of 
the Earth, in development of Society, Government, of Manufactures, of Com-
merce, of Language, Literature, Science, Art, this same evolution of the simple 
into the complex, through successive differentiations, holds throughout,” 
Spencer writes (Ruse 1980:26). 
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Spencer, like Darwin, derives his theory from Malthus’ principle of population, 
and argues that, because of the struggle for survival, only the fittest will survive. 
This is a natural law in which the state apparatus should not interfere. As 
Spencer writes: “If they are sufficiently complete to live, they do live, and it is 
well they should live. If they are not sufficiently complete to live, they die, and it 
is best they should die.” (Hofstadter 1955:41) Thus Spencer opposes poor laws, 
state-supported education, sanitary supervision and other initiatives that helps 
“the artificial preservation of those least able to take care of themselves.” (Hof-
stadter 1955:44) 
 
We shall in the following seek to explain Spencer’s theory. We shall follow the 
line of argumentation set by Spencer in his essay A Theory of Population, de-
duced from the General Law of Animal Fertility.  
 
Any race is at any time subject to two conflicting influences, namely the forces 
destructive of race and the forces preservative of race. A race is destroyed by 
natural death, by enemies, by lack of food, by changes in climate etc. At the 
same the race is preserved by strength, swiftness, sagacity and partly by fertility. 
 
The forces destructive of race and the forces preservative of race must tend to-
wards equilibrium. As the destroying forces of a race decrease, the population of 
that race will increase until, from either lack of food or increase in enemies, the 
destroying forces again will balance the forces preservative of that race. As con-
trast, when the destroying forces increase, the population will decrease until an 
excessive food supply or the death of enemies due to starvation will reduce the 
destroying forces to the level of those preserving. Spencer calls this the law of 
maintenance, and he argues that when races fail to conform to this law, they will 
simply be extinct. 
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The forces preservative of race are two: the power of maintenance and the 
power of reproduction; that is the power of each member of a species to main-
tain itself and to propagate the species. The two powers are in an inverse rela-
tionship. Species who cannot maintain themselves easily need great fertility to 
save the race from extinction; when maintenance is easy the same fertility will 
only lead to higher mortality following the law of maintenance. 
 
Spencer further proofs why the power of maintenance and the power of repro-
duction must vary inversely. Reproduction, Spencer writes, may be described as 
a separating force, as it entails a separation of matter from the parent organism 
for the purpose of forming new life. Maintenance on the other hand is defined as 
the continuity of the organism as an undiminished entity. Thus the two are by 
necessity opposed and by implication, so is the relation between the increase of 
race and the development of the individual. 
 
Spencer holds evolution to be progressive and he notices that as organisms ad-
vance the force of separation diminish and the organisms start to aggregate in 
groups. The stronger this aggregative tendency is, the larger are the formed 
groups. As species continue to advance, so does the aggregative tendency as it is 
seen in both the plant and animal kingdom. Thus organisms become still more 
complex and by implication, less fertile. 
 
Because the aggregative tendency increases as species evolve so does the need 
for coordination of action of the individual parts. Thus Spencer generally ex-
plains evolution as the advance in ability to coordinate actions (Spencer 
1852:474) He then concludes that “the nervous system becomes the universal 
measure of the degree of co-ordination of actions; that is, of the life, or ability to 
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maintain life.  And if the nervous system varies directly as the ability to maintain 
life, it must vary inversely as the ability to multiply.” (Spencer 1852:495) Meas-
uring the average ratio between the brain and the body we find it to be 1 to 5668 
in fishes, 1 to 1321 in reptiles, 1 to 212 in birds, and 1 to 186 in mammals. Also 
within the human species Spencer observes an enlargement of the nervous sys-
tem. Measurements of the crania of different races have shown an increase in the 
size amounting nearly to 30 percent from the savage Australian to the civilized 
Englishmen (Spencer 1852:498).  
 
We are now about to hit a conclusion in Spencer’s theory. As species continue 
to evolve so does the power of maintenance, till the constitution of the species 
perfectly corresponds to the surrounding conditions. The progress is inevitable 
and because of the inverse relationship between the power of maintenance and 
the power of reproduction, pressure of population must bring itself to an end. At 
this state there will be no more struggle for survival and health and happiness 
will be obtained by every man (Spencer 1852:501). 
 
Spencer believes that evolution is inevitable and that it is a progressive process 
towards a state perfectly conductive for happiness for all. Applying this theory 
to social conduct, he acknowledges the utilitarian principle of ‘greatest happi-
ness to the greatest number’ (Spencer 1952:12), as the very mean by which evo-
lution proceed is the struggle for survival. We must let the inferior samples of a 
species succumb to the struggle for survival for the species to evolve to its per-
fect completion. Only then is happiness secured. 
 
Having then concluded on Spencer’s theory we shall now apply the tools from 
Discourse Analysis to investigate how his text can limit a construction of iden-
tity. 
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5.2.2 Discourse Analysis of Herbert Spencer’s work 
 
We have in the following analysed an extract from Spencer’s first major work of 
political philosophy: Social Statics: or The Conditions essential to Happiness 
specified, and the First of them Developed from 1951 (See appendix D). Spencer 
argues in this book for a state rigorously based on the laws of nature and devel-
oped from what he calls the ‘first principle’, “that every man may claim the full-
est liberty to exercise his faculties compatible with the possession of like liberty 
by every other man.” (Spencer 1851:34) 
 
The extract is from chapter XXV on poor laws, in which Spencer argues how 
the extinction of the weak samples of a species is necessary for evolution to pro-
ceed. In the human species such samples include the unskillful, the sick, the 
widows, the orphans, children of diseased parents etc. It is necessary because it 
is the mean by which a species evolve. As we know Spencer has a deterministic 
understanding of evolution as well as a progressive one. Evolution has to take 
place, and happiness will be the result. The extinction of the weak, or what 
Spencer refers to as the purifying process, is then necessary to secure the great-
est happiness principle.  
 
Presuppositions 
Just like Darwin, Spencer accepts Malthus’ principle of population as a premise 
for his theory, which entails that there is struggle for survival. When he writes: 
“That state of universal warfare maintained throughout the lower creation…” 
(p.115, ll.1-2) it is this principle, he refers to.  
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He further accepts that because there is struggle only the fittest will survive and 
as a result species will change over time (Darwin explains this as the principle of 
natural selection). We see this in the following extract: “By the aid of which pu-
rifying process, as well as by the fighting, so universal in the pairing season, all 
vitiation of the race through the multiplication of its inferior samples is pre-
vented.” (p.115, ll.9-11) The central point of this sentence is that vitiation of the 
race can be prevented. The very fact that vitiation can take place is dependent 
upon the possibility for species to change. Since this possibility is not ques-
tioned in the extract we have analyzed, nor is it presented isolated as a Repre-
sentative statement, we can conclude that it is a presupposition. 
 
Communicative functions: 
Generally we may say that Expressives and especially Evaluatives are the domi-
nating communicative functions in the text. We have identified only a few Rep-
resentatives and Regulatives. One should notice however, how the Evaluatives 
often have an implied Commissive and sometimes even directive function. This 
may tell us something about the function of the text.  
 
Spencer writes about the function of the text in the introduction to his book: “As 
it is the purpose of a book to influence conduct, the best way of writing a book 
must be the way best fitted to effect this purpose.” (Spencer 1851:9) 
 
It is unquestionable then that the function of the text is to regulate the behaviour 
of the reader. In doing so Spencer tries to convince his reader that he is repre-
senting the very laws of nature. Thus he introduces the text, writing: “Pervading 
all nature we may see at work a stern discipline, which is a little cruel that it 
may be very kind.” (p.115, l.1) Throughout the text he continues to draw paral-
lels to phenomena in the animal realm and he introduces central points of his 
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theory as if they are contingent statements to be verified.  “But there is bound up 
with the change a amount of suffering, which cannot be lessened without alter-
ing the very laws of life [sic].” (p.115, ll.56-57) If we cannot agree with his the-
ory, it is not because it is not true, but we because we are deluded. “With this 
condemnation, however, no rational man will quarrel.” (p.116, l.7) 
 
As we shall see Spencer is primarily using Evaluatives in his attempt to con-
vince us what is right and wrong, good and bad. The functions of such Evalua-
tives are explained in his introduction to the book. 
 
“Should exception be taken to the manifestations of feeling now and 
then met with, as out of place in a treatise having so scientific a title; 
it is replied that, in their present phase of progress, men are but little 
swayed by purely intellectual considerations—that to be operative, 
these must be enforced by direct or implied appeals to the senti-
ments—and that, provided such appeals are not but merely the deduc-
tions of logic, no well-grounded objection can be made to them. The 
reader will find that the several conclusions submitted to him are pri-
marily based on entirely impersonal reasoning, by which they may be 
judged; and if, for the sake of commending these conclusions to the 
many, the sympathies have been indirectly addressed, the general ar-
gument cannot have been thereby weakened, if it has not been 
strengthened in place of, supplementary to, alone” (Spencer 1851:9) 
 
It was the intention of Spencer to influence conduct and as we see in this quote 
he uses Evaluatives to enforce this purpose. He recognises that the merit of 
purely intellectual consideration is little and to include appeals to the sentiments 
of the reader may help the purpose. 
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This deliberate use of Evaluatives shall be clear as we go through the text.  
First, however, we shall comment on the Representatives that are found in the 
text. Although there are few of them, they are central to the text.  
 
“Note further, that their carnivorous enemies not only remove from 
herbivorous herds individuals past their prime, but also weed out the 
sickly, the malformed, and the least fleet or powerful” (p.115, ll.8-9) 
 
Spencer introduces in this Reportive statement what he defines as the purifying 
process, the truth value of which his theory very much depends. Again we see 
how he uses phenomena in nature to support his argument.  
Two other central premises in his theory are stated as assumptive, namely that 
happiness ultimately derives from evolution and that as long as we have not 
evolved into the highest state of perfection there will be misery. 
 
“The development of the higher creation is a progress towards a form 
of being capable of a happiness undiminished by these drawbacks” 
(p.115, ll. 13-14) 
 
“Misery inevitably results from incongruity between constitution and 
conditions” (p.115, l.49) 
 
Both of the quotes are statements with a truth-value, statements that can be veri-
fied. From the statements follows that the higher creation, that is those who are 
more likely to survive, will generally experience more happiness and less suffer-
ing than the lower creation, such as the unskilful, the lazy, the sick etc. As this is 
possible to verify we can define the sentences as Assumptives. 
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Continuing with the Expressive statements we find them by far to be exceeding 
the number of other communicative functions. We have in the following in-
cluded a selection of sentences.  
 
“That state of universal warfare maintained throughout the lower 
creation to the great perplexity of many worthy people, is at bottom 
the most merciful provision which the circumstances admit of.” 
(p.115, ll.1-3) 
 
The principle of ‘survival of the fittest’ is in this sentence evaluated by Spencer 
as something merciful, something good. 
 
“By the aid of which purifying process, as well as by the fighting, so 
universal in the pairing season, all vitiation of the race through the 
multiplication of its inferior samples is prevented; and the mainte-
nance of a constitution completely adapted to surrounding conditions, 
and therefore most productive of happiness, is ensured.” (p.115, ll.9-
12) 
 
Notice here how Spencer evaluates the ‘purifying process’ as something good, 
by telling us how it ensures happiness. He supports this function by including 
the word ‘purifying’ as a positive evaluation of the process. 
 
“Meanwhile the well-being of existing humanity, and the unfolding of 
it into this ultimate perfection, are both secured by that same benefi-
cent, though severe discipline, to which the animate creation at large 
is subject: a discipline which is pitiless in the working out of good: a 
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felicity-pursuing law which never swerves for the avoidance of partial 
and temporary suffering.” (p.115, ll.16-19) 
 
Again he evaluates the purifying process, which he now calls ‘the discipline’, as 
positive, this time by referring to its function of securing well-being and pro-
gression. 
 
In the next sentence we shall see another central point in his theory being stated, 
namely that misery is not only a necessary condition of what he defines as lower 
creation, but is the very cause for a ‘far seeing benevolence’, i.e. happiness. 
 
“The poverty of the incapable, the distresses that come upon the im-
prudent, the starvation of the lazy, and those shoulderings aside of the 
weak by the strong, which leave so many "in shallows and in miser-
ies," are the decrees of a large, far-seeing benevolence.” (p.115, 19-
21) 
 
Again the Evaluative function is clear. The poverty of the incapable, the dis-
tresses that come upon the imprudent etc. are evaluated as decrees of a ‘large, 
far-seeing benevolence’ and as such it is good that they are there. 
 
So far we have been considering some positive evaluations. But Spencer does 
not only tell us what is positive. He also tells us what is negative. We shall in the 
following look at some of these negative Evaluative statements. 
 
“We do not consider it true kindness in a mother to gratify her child 
with sweetmeats that are certain to make it ill. We should think it a 
very foolish sort of benevolence which led a surgeon to let his pa-
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tient's disease progress to a fatal issue, rather than inflict pain by an 
operation. Similarly, we must call those spurious philanthropists, 
who, to prevent present misery, would entail greater misery upon fu-
ture generations. All defenders of a poor-law must, however, be 
classed amongst such.” (p.115, ll.31-35) 
 
This is an example of how primary statements in the text are supported by ex-
amples from ‘real life’. What Spencer calls spurious philanthropists are com-
pared to the mother and the surgeon who while not regarding the ultimate con-
sequences of their actions, inflict pain respectively on the child and the patient. 
Defenders of poor-law is then classified as equal to those spurious philanthro-
pists and as such evaluated negatively. He continues to notice how such philan-
thropists inflict harm upon the society that they are trying to help: 
 
“Blind to the fact, that under the natural order of things society is 
constantly excreting its unhealthy, imbecile, slow, vacillating, faith-
less members, these unthinking, though well-meaning, men [defenders 
of poor laws] advocate an interference which not only stops the puri-
fying process, but even increases the vitiation – absolutely encourages 
the multiplication of the reckless and incompetent by offering them an 
unfailing provision, and courage the multiplication of the competent 
and provident by heightening the prospective difficulty of maintaining 
a family” (p.115, ll. 37-41) 
 
Notice how he introduces the statement with a peripheral message: ‘under the 
natural order of things’. This leaves the impression that the purifying process is 
really a law of nature and as such discourages any possible opposition. He con-
tinues to use peripheral statements to support his Evaluatives.  
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“Disabled as they are by their sympathies with present suffering, from 
duly regarding ultimate consequences, they [The spurious philanthro-
pists] pursue a course which is very injudicious, and in the end even 
cruel” (p.115, ll.29-31) 
 
Here ‘sympathy with present suffering’ is peripheral to the main sentence, which 
contains a very important Evaluative, namely that we should not have this kind 
of sympathy because it disables us from regarding the ultimate consequences of 
our actions. The central function of the sentence is again to evaluate the defend-
ers of poor laws negatively. 
 
It may seem that Spencer objects any kind of aid. This is, however, as we shall 
see not the case. 
  
“Now it is only against this injudicious charity that the foregoing ar-
gument tells. To that charity which may be described as helping men 
to help themselves, it makes no objection—countenances it rather.” (p. 
116, ll. 12-14) 
 
The foregoing argument is what we have gone through in the preceding analysis. 
As the argument tells us what is right and wrong, when Spencer writes: ‘it 
makes no objection – countenances it rather’, it is fair to say that ‘helping men 
to help themselves’ is evaluated as positive. In the following quote he specifies 
whom to help:  
 
“Men thrown upon their backs by unforeseen events, men who have 
failed for want of knowledge inaccessible to them, men ruined by the 
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dishonesty of others, and men in whom hope long delayed has made 
the heart sick, may, with advantage to all parties, be assisted.” (p. 
116, ll. 16-18) 
 
‘Men thrown upon their backs by unforeseen events’ etc. may rightly, that is 
supportive to the purifying process, be assisted. So the main Evaluative Function 
is expressing who are eligible for support while he also includes a peripheral 
message, ‘with advantage to all parties’ to let the reader know that to help the 
above mentioned will serve as a benefit of us all.  
 
“And although by these ameliorations the process adaptation must be 
remotely interfered with, yet in the majority of cases, it will not be so 
much retarded in one direction as it will be advanced in another.” (p. 
116, ll. 20-21) 
 
As Spencer with reference to the two above included quotes explain the amelio-
rations as something supportive to the adaptation process, he evaluates such 
ameliorations as positive. 
 
We have in the text found an excessive use of Evaluatives and we know from 
Spencer’s own introduction that the purpose of his book is to ‘influence con-
duct’. As we set out to identify the limitations for construction of identity, we 
have in the following included a scheme categorizing Spencer’s Evaluatives 
more distinctly.  
 
Like Darwin, Spencer also first of all distinguishes between inferior and superior 
members of society. Thereafter he distinguishes specifically between positive 
and negative qualities within the superior members. It is here worth noticing 
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how he mixes qualities with negative connotations for instance ignorant with 
qualities that are not generally considered negatively as for instance sensitive 
and defending poor laws. He hereby creates a paradigm of his own. The two 
schemes below show these distinctions:  
 
A superior specimen An inferior specimen 
Constitution fits surrounding condi-
tions 
Weak (incapable, imprudent, lazy, 
unhealthy, imbecile, slow, vacillat-
ing, faithless) 
Competent and provident Reckless and incompetent 
 
 
Positive qualities in superior members Negative qualities in superior 
members 
Prudent Ignorant 
Sensible Sensitive 
Moral Immoral 
Help men to help themselves Help everyone in need 
Real philanthropist Spurious philanthropist 
Objects the poor laws  Defends the poor laws 
 
Identity 
The ideal man is the prudent and moral man, he who knows the consequences of 
his actions and does not let himself become distracted by the surrounding suffer-
ing of his time. He is sensible not sensitive, which enables him to act as a real 
philanthropist helping men to help themselves and leaving the weak samples of 
his species to illness, starvation and death. Humanity has to evolve to its final 
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state where the constitution of man will perfectly fit its surrounding conditions 
and happiness will prevail forever. The extinction of the inferior samples of the 
species and the multiplication of the superior or what Spencer calls the ‘purify-
ing process’, is the only mean by which that state can be reached. 
 
Therefore the real philanthropist objects to any kind of charity to the weak as 
this does not only delay the purifying process, but even increases the vitiation of 
the race.  
 
This identity limitation correlates quite well with all of Spencer’s theories and 
ideals – the purification process is an integral part of his ideology and, in his 
disapproval of state controlled poor laws and other forms of artificial preserva-
tion, the ultimate state of happiness is both an ideological and a personal goal 
for anyone adhering to Spencer’s theories. The fact that someone following 
Spencer’s text would be sensible and not sensitive also connects to the law of 
maintenance, which dictates that humans need to be sensible in their actions due 
to their low fecundity. From this conclusion on Herbert Spencer we will now in-
troduce another Social Darwinian author, namely David Loye.  
 
5.3 David Loye  
5.3.1 David Loye’s theory 
 
A different reading of Darwin’s work is found in David Loye’s book Darwin’s 
Lost Theory of Love – A Healing Vision for the New Century. This book was 
part of the inspiration behind our project with its surprising message showing a 
side of Darwin which is unknown to most people. In this section we will intro-
duce the reader to Loye and his book, and go through its argumentation. Finally, 
”Understanding Darwin”, group 2  RU, spring 2008, HIB 3.1.2 
 
  51/87 
through a discourse analysis of the concluding part of Loye’s book we will ex-
plain how this section produces another identity construction compared to that 
of Darwin and Spencer.  
 
Loye is a psychologist with a B.S. in psychology, an M.A. in the psychology of 
personality and a Ph.D. in social psychology. He has written and taken part in a 
large number of projects and books in diverse areas including journalism, medi-
cine, media studies, brain research, and the study of Chaos Theory. He has for 
some years now nevertheless directed his attention towards evolution and is 
hence the founder of ‘The Darwin Project’ and the co-founder of ‘the General 
Evolution Research Group’ (GERG). He has received several awards for his 
work, for instance one for his work with the evolution of moral sensitivity (ap-
pendix F and appendix G). 
 
Loye has by now written a large number of books on the subject of evolution. 
The book we will use in our account is the before mentioned Darwin’s Lost 
Theory of Love – A Healing Vision for the New Century. This book was the first 
in which Loye explains how he discovered and constructed his theory of what he 
calls a complete Darwinian theory (appendix H).  
 
The main point in Darwin’s Lost Theory of Love is that Darwin’s commonly 
known theories of Natural Selection, and random variation developed in Origins 
of Species only is telling half of the truth. The second half is to be found in Dar-
win’s subsequent book The Descent of Man in which Darwin gives an account 
of the evolution of morality.  Loye thus acknowledges the concepts drawn from 
Origins of Species although he also notes that they might contain erroneous de-
tails. Yet, his focus is on what Darwin states in The Descent of Man. He believes 
that Darwin’s line of reasoning tells us that while the first half is true for the 
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evolution which has taken place up to our species it is the second half that is the 
vital one in our species’ present stage. Loye thus emphasises how Darwin de-
veloped a theory of moral evolution. In his work Loye has made a considerable 
effort in editing specific sections of The Descent of Man, and these sections 
make up the basis for his observations and arguments. In short, the sections con-
tain descriptions of animals and human beings showing compassion and Dar-
win’s interpretations of these descriptions. Loye’s theory is in this way all along 
closely attached to Darwin’s own words.  
 
It should be noted, before analysing Loye’s methods in detail, that his methods 
of handling his primary source are questionable in comparison to normal aca-
demic standards. Besides making the language of the sections quoted from Dar-
win more understandable for our time, he has changed language that might ap-
pear ‘sexist’ to make it appealing for women, as well as removed or changed 
sentences that would appear racist in contemporary society (Loye 2000: 69). In 
his defence  Loye does include references to several different editions of The 
Descent of Man along with remarks from Darwin’s notebooks, but in these he 
consistently comes up with his own interpretation of what he believes were 
Darwin’s ‘real’ opinion, but which Darwin never expressible wrote himself.  
Loye of course has his justifications for doing this, but we believe it important to 
be aware of this method when explaining Loye’s use of Darwin. 
 
Loye is clear on the matter that the theme of morality in The Descent of Man is 
hidden away while the theme of sexual selection makes up most of the book 
(Loye 2000: 53-54). He explains how Darwin was afraid of the possible reac-
tions to the theory of moral evolution and therefore hid it. One might ask, 
though, if this is a satisfactory and reliable explanation, or if Darwin was simply 
not that concerned with morality as Loye asserts. Loye also appears extremely 
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fond of Darwin, presenting him as a sort of genius that preceded most discover-
ies of the 20th Century. This very positive view, which the book is marked by 
all throughout, leaves one with the impression that Loye has not been entirely 
objective in his handling of Darwin’s material. 
 
Loye builds up his theory on what he calls ‘the three levels of Darwin’s Theory 
of the Moral Agent’. The three levels move from a biological level to a social 
and system scientific level and finally to a psychological level (Loye 2000:73). 
Our species has gone through these three levels, but according to Loye (and thus 
Darwin) we possess qualities to evolve even further. The theory is in this way 
not finished, and it is up to every one of us to continue it. Before we elaborate 
on the three levels, we will describe how Loye distinguishes between different 
terms and concepts of morality. 
 
Morality is described as an intrinsic guide directing our behaviour towards other 
human beings and towards animals. It is built upon past experiences which have 
made up norms, customs, and rules in the society. It is not to be mistaken for 
moralism which Loye defines as a fake form of morality putting down others. 
Morality creates expectancies for moral sensitivity, agency, and intelligence. 
Moral sensitivity is the ability to feel sympathy for others and to care for others. 
It is evolved through the second and third levels of ‘the Theory of the Moral 
Agent’.  
Moral agency builds upon the moral sensitivity but goes a step further from the 
passive sensation to the active involvement in one another. It comes forward 
through education.  
Moral intelligence comes through the learning experience of moral agency and 
signifies true wisdom.  
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Ethics entail the more detailed versions of how to apply these concepts accord-
ing to the particular circumstances.  
 
These five concepts make up what Darwin calls the moral sense, according to 
Loye, who then goes further and claims that there is more to this. There is some-
thing indefinable which everybody, including Darwin and himself, can feel in-
side them and which tells you to bring out the best that is in you.  
(Loye 2000: 228-230).   
 
The three levels of the Moral Agent 
 
The first level of the Moral Agent 
The first level shows how the moral sense is grounded in biology and the theory 
here is built upon prehuman beings. The moral sense arose first from sexual in-
stincts later from parental instincts and finally from social instincts. These in-
stincts gave rise to Natural Selection, earliest as group selection in mammals.  
 
Loye builds this part of his theory on three quotes, not found in Descent of Man, 
but in one of Darwin’s early notebooks:  
“Tenet I: “May not the moral sense arise from our strong sexual, parental, 
and social instincts.”” (Loye 2000: 77).  
“Tenet II: “May not this give rise to ‘do unto others as yourself’ and ‘love thy 
neighbour as thyself.’”” (Loye 2000: 88) 
“Tenet III: “Therefore I say grant reason to any animal with social and sex-
ual instincts and yet with passion he must have conscience.”” (Loye 2000: 90) 
As it is seen, Darwin links sex with the golden rule and hereby he goes from the 
first half of the Darwinian Theory to the second half. Using his knowledge from 
brain research Loye explains how the development of the Limbic System plays a 
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vital part on this level of the biological evolution of morality and how this de-
velopment makes possible the crossing between the two halves.  
(Loye 2000: 76-97) 
 
The second level of the Moral Agent 
The second level builds a cultural/psychological superstructure upon the first 
level’s biological base by using four paragraphs taken from The Descent of Man. 
The paragraphs mainly contain studies of prehumans but focuses on the famili-
arities existing between prehumans and humans. The core of this level is the de-
velopment of four important abilities: caring, reflection, language, and habit (see 
also 5.1.1), and how these have impacted the evolution of morality in the direc-
tion of altruism. Loye notes how Darwin in his rationalisation of language is 
aware of an increasing attentiveness in animals and humans towards the opinion 
of fellows. This observation seems to support sociobiologists claim that altruism 
is in fact selfish, but Loye clarifies that this level is after all mainly working on 
the prehuman stage.  
(Loye 2000: 127-137).  
 
The third level of the Moral Agent 
The final factor in the development of morality is introduced at the third level 
and is solely in action at the human stage of evolution. It is our mental abilities 
of reasoning that work as the major distinction between humans and animals and 
only human beings are moral. It is seen in this definition by Darwin, reformu-
lated by Loye: “And who is this moral being? Those among us who are capable 
of comparing our past and future actions or motives, and of approving or disap-
proving them.” (Loye 2000:165). Natural Selection has evolved into the concept 
Loye has named ‘Organic Choice’. The name indicates that each organism has 
to choose between several conflicting instincts, and choose between good and 
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bad. This concept is very important in the theory as it entails that every person is 
an agent influencing his or her own destiny and even the destiny of the entire 
species. Moral actions are thus reliant on conscience and not on others’ opinions 
as they were at the second level. It is now through reasoning, learning, and even 
religion that we advance and evolve. Morality has in this way eventually ad-
vanced and our sympathies are now, as Darwin puts it: “…extending to people 
of all races, to the imbecile, to the maimed, to other seemingly useless members 
of society, and finally to the lower animals…” (Loye 2000: 205).  
 
This theory of the moral agent with a principal focus on the third level consti-
tutes Loye’s Social Darwinian viewpoint. We see that there is coherence be-
tween this theory and the theory of Darwin explained in 5.1.1 In this section we 
explained for instance how Darwin’s four reasons for the development of moral-
ity were those of social instincts, mental faculties, language, and habit – the 
same four that Loye mentions. The key point of Loye is that our destiny not is a 
lone product of external forces but that “Given then our capacity for the will to 
shape it, the choice of destiny to a vital degree is ours. [sic.]” (Loye 2000: 223). 
Yet, Loye points to the reality of a world filled with terror, war, and poverty. His 
fear of extinction of the human race though goes along with his and Darwin’s 
hope that we can continue to evolve and reach an even higher destiny. The hope 
has made him write this book as it is his aim that everyone shares the vision of a 
human race permeated with love and sympathy for each other. Through the fol-
lowing Discourse Analysis of a section of Loye’s book we will look at how he 
attempts to subject this vision onto the readers and thereby outlines limitations 
for an identity.  
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5.3.2 Discourse Analysis of David Loye’s work 
  
We are in this analysis looking at the concluding section of the final chapter of 
Loye’s book Darwin’s Lost Theory of Love (See appendix B) to define the limi-
tations for construction of identity set by this text. Loye puts focus on human 
evolution and the majesty of what we have achieved, encouraging us to ap-
proach a harmonious future. The concluding section itself gives attention to the 
reader, putting together his thoughts to send through a clear vision of the ideal 
future we have within our reach.  
 
Presuppositions in the text  
We work with two kinds of Presuppositions in the section we are analysing – the 
Presuppositions pointed out directly by the author to build his points on, and the 
Presuppositions intrinsic since the text is the conclusion of a longer book. 
 
The text being the conclusion of a long book of analysis on the nature of human 
morals, based on Charles Darwin, an important Presupposition is that evolution 
is an absolute truth, and that Darwin was a visionary. His books (especially The 
Descent of Man) contain a decipherable message of universal love based on evo-
lutionary principles if interpreted correctly. There is further a Presupposition 
that the solution to the problems we are facing in contemporary society can be 
found in Darwin’s texts, with quotes such as: 
 
 “There is this vision that the re-emergent Darwin provides us” (p. 232, line 2) 
and 
“Indeed, isn’t what Darwin has both shown us and foreshadows the progressive 
globalisation of the moral mind?” (p. 233, line 6) 
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These quotes are enforcing this idea, although it is implicit in all sections. The 
concept of organic choice - that we are all free agents capable of taking our own 
choices – is another Presupposition explicitly mentioned in the text, for example 
through a quote like: 
 
“In the end, then, beyond improving things within this person we see in the mir-
ror and are to live with throughout our lives – or improvement within our fami-
lies, towns, cities, nation, the world as it today – where does consideration of all 
this take us?” (p. 231, line 1) 
The sentence entails the view that we all have the ability to progress and set a 
course for ourselves and others. Loye is thus strongly opposed to the determin-
ism that is often attached to a bio-centric view of living beings. 
 
The Communicative Functions 
The main purpose of Loye’s book is to present a vision which can bring hope to 
the 21st century. The book thus indirectly promises what will happen if enough 
people work for this vision and the macro function of the book can in this way 
be seen to be Commissive (Loye 2000; 1-11). Yet, this promise is presented 
mostly through the expression of Loye’s opinion and the micro function is thus 
Expressive. The same pattern is seen in this last section of the book.  
 
As one looks at Loye’s text it emerges how few Representatives and especially 
Reportives he is actually using. Many times he refers to facts which can easily 
be verified; however he is adding Expressives in the same sentence and the Re-
portives appear thus not pure: 
  
“Living before the devastation of two world wars, nuclear bombs, 
population explosion, the hole in the ozone layer, global warming, the 
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rise of the new terrorism, and so on and on, Darwin could look with 
confidence to a long future for our species.” (p. 231, line 19) 
 
The facts that Darwin lived before the two world wars and nuclear bombs are 
Reportives but the word devastation presupposes that the two world wars were 
devastating and is, with its negative connotations, an Evaluative. Furthermore is 
the main message in the sentence - that Darwin would look with a confidence to 
a long future – also an Expressive. It is difficult to find sentences in the text that 
are clear Representatives.  
 
The reader will most probably note the Representatives as factual and thereafter 
be more likely to believe the Expressives that are attached to the Representa-
tives. This intertwining of Reportives and Expressives can thus be seen to work 
as some kind of persuaders helping Loye in his promotion of a certain identity.  
 
We have not found any plain Reportives in this section; however, there are some 
Assumptives:   
- “Emerging four billion years ago out of a sequence of nebular explosion 
and then cellular eruption, eventually a small reptile becomes a form of 
ape, becomes a Neanderthal, then modern homo sapiens sapiens.” (p. 
231, line 9) 
- “I think that he might just point to the courage and the heroism he found 
in the animals…” (p. 232, line 7) 
- “The media focus on the killing, the murders, rapes, the frauds and scan-
dals now considered the big news of our time.” (p. 232, line 17) 
-  “It has been said we are entering the age of global mind, with the point-
to-point hook-up of electronic linkings acting as a global brain.” (p. 233, 
line 8) 
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Whether the media focus on killing and whether this is considered the big news 
of our time is true or not can be checked, and the sentence is therefore an As-
sumptive. It is worth noticing, however, how this sentence works as a preface 
for the main point which follows in the next sentences, namely that this should 
not be considered as the biggest news: “But isn’t the greater news that…?” – 
Through a question Loye expresses his opinion of what he thinks is the biggest 
news and is, again combining Representatives and Expressives.  
 
The lack of Representatives in the text is not as significant in other parts of 
Darwin’s Lost Theory of Love as it is in this section, but the Expressive function 
is nevertheless the major one throughout the book. Examples of Expressives can 
be seen in the following: 
 
Estimatives: 
- “While our formally classical composers mainly focused on the zeitgeist 
of fragmentation and alienation during the 20th century, we can see now 
how in sharp contrast an unlikely group of rock musicians from Liverpool 
focused on the themes of longing, love, and renewal foretold by the lost 
Darwin.” (p. 233, line 24) 
 
Evaluatives:  
- “So we survive and miraculously grow in capacity and ingenuity for over 
100,000 years.” (p. 231, line 15) 
-  “And yet, out of its hiding during the rise of a century of inhumanity, 
there is this vision that the re-emergent Darwin now provides us. In an 
age awash in either a mindless consumerism or the agony of deprivation, 
”Understanding Darwin”, group 2  RU, spring 2008, HIB 3.1.2 
 
  61/87 
this lost top half to his theory shows us not only what is hopeful but also 
what is of the highest and of less and least priority” p. 232, line 1) 
- “And more and more, there is the global sharing of these moments of both 
a higher reality and a higher destiny that the media provides in the inter-
stices between the twisted fictions as well as the grim realities of the other 
side.” (p. 233, line 3) 
- “There are these moments of a global sharing, of a neighbourhood inti-
macy across thousand of miles that we may now experience through the 
new electronic liberation.” (p. 233, line 13) 
- “Isn’t this the large and warmer and more comfortable vision of the fu-
ture for our species…?” (p. 233, line 19) 
 
From the examples it is seen that within the Expressive function Evaluatives are 
dominating. Loye is presenting straightforward how he views the world and 
what he considers positive and negative. This clear distinction between good and 
bad is another element in his promotion of a certain identity. The main purpose 
of the text is to regulate the world and people’s actions which leads us to the last 
communicative function, the Regulatives. This purpose is backed up by the Rep-
resentative and Expressive functions as we found them to promote an identity 
and thus promote how people ought to be and think.  
 
Due to Loye’s extremely expressive way of writing, the text’s macro function - 
the Regulative function - is above all expressed as suggestions, as we also noted 
that the micro function is Expressive. He does, however, use a variety of meth-
ods that shows how he attempts to regulate behaviour. His utterance in the very 
last sentence of the book is the closest to a clear textual Directive: 
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“As the Beatles sang, and as our hearts have called out to the best in 
ourselves and in others over the ages – but now more than ever be-
fore, with the fierce new longing for the vision born of the fear that it 
may be denied us: Let it be. Let it be. Let it be.” (p. 233, last lines) 
 
It is a Reportive that the Beatles sang “Let it be” and an Expressive that our 
hearts are calling and longing, but these are not the important messages in the 
sentence. “Let it be” are the important words and they work as a Directive. The 
words “As the Beatles sang, and as our hearts have called out…” followed af-
terwards with “Let it be” indicate that Loye is in fact also ‘singing and calling 
out’ this message to the reader. Loye orders us to let it be.  
 
Another way Loye regulates is through his use of the plural pronoun ‘we’. Note 
how the placing of the ‘we’ in the following examples emphasises it: 
 
- “We, however, are forced to ask ourselves [...]” (p. 231, line 23) 
- “Can’t we believe in [...]?” (p. 232, line 15) 
 
The use of ‘we’ as presented here is a linguistic way to include the reader not 
only with the author, but also to separate the author, reader and other sympathis-
ers of the author’s vision from the people who would oppose them – “We” are 
opposed to “Those” (p. 233, line 15). This is a simple but effective way to de-
liver identity to the reader since the feeling of community/culture and identity is 
so closely related, so the reader automatically starts to sympathise with Loye 
once his thoughts are presented as the reader’s own. 
 
Although Loye does not use many clear Regulative functions we feel that there 
is ground to argue that he is using Directives, even if mostly veiled by his inclu-
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sive way of writing and thus border lining Expressives – Loye uses an insubor-
dinate amount of questions as a way to express what he believes is the truth. We 
will try in this section to defend this view by analyzing some Expressives and 
argue how they serve the macro function.  
 
- “Or rather if those of us who believe in the vision will work, and if need 
be, fight for it – and if those who don’t believe in it, but could believe in it 
if it were already here, will just let it be?” (p. 233, line 21) 
 
The sentiment expressed here is basically that Loye has a goal that he believes 
we should all fight for, and he wishes that those who do not share the vision 
should let others do it for the good of all, an Expressive function showing his 
opinion. But posed as a question, it appears that it is up to the reader to decide if 
it is true or not, and forces the reader into an actively defensive position as he 
has to reflect upon the question – while it still makes Loye’s own thoughts on 
the subject perfectly clear, and naturally stand out as the ‘right’ choice.  
 
- “And isn’t this the shape of our future – if those who ferociously cling to 
the past, who are so determined to undermine and delude and fight us 
every step of the way, will just step aside and let us go there?” (p. 233, 
line 15) 
- “Can’t we see past the doubts, fears and distrust of one another [...]?” (p. 
232, line 12) 
- “Can’t we believe in and work to strengthen what is so much more widely 
prevalent amongst ourselves?” (p. 232, line 16) 
 
Again, rhetorical questions asked to make the readers question their world view, 
clarifying what is ‘right’ and ‘wrong’. The first example might be considered a 
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borderline Directive, but since nothing is directly challenging the reader it is still 
mostly an Expressive function – As is the case with most rhetorical questions. 
But although each is nothing but an expression of opinion, they collectively 
serve to direct an identity towards the reader.  
 
Loye’s use of Commissives is also hard to place in the text, once again tied to 
the reader himself understanding Loye’s vision and applying it to his own world 
view. Loye attempts to create an identity with a goal to change the world. An 
example would be: 
 
- “We, however, are forced to ask ourselves what does the 21st century – as 
the all-too-short span of time that can make or break us – hold for us, and 
for our children and grandchildren?” (p. 231, line 22) 
- “Of the things said of us at this junction, perhaps the most frightening is 
not that we lack the capacity to save ourselves, but that increasing num-
bers of us lack the vision of why this is even important anymore” (p. 231, 
line 26) 
 
Here Loye does not give us a direct agenda, but through his questioning of the 
21st century and our own opinion and view on it, we are still “forced to ask our-
selves” and consider that we “lack the vision”. He also uses a long paragraph of 
made up examples of everyday life (p. 232, l. 21), a way of referring to our own 
experiences to give us a better appreciation and understanding of our own be-
haviour – The boy waving to create contact, the old man who will always chat, 
and so on. All these examples have connotations insinuating how we should be-
have to adhere to Loye’s (and by extension, Darwin’s) view of social conduct. 
This conduct is to be considered as the focus of life:  “Isn’t the big news that, on 
any one day, they [Editor’s note: the majority of people] are going about the 
”Understanding Darwin”, group 2  RU, spring 2008, HIB 3.1.2 
 
  65/87 
business of life with courage, kindliness and confidence?” (p. 232, l. 20) and the 
ultimate consequence of not doing so is extinction. 
 
In short, although Loye uses few Regulatives, the text as a whole, and individual 
sections and questions still clearly serve to regulate – The entire point behind 
Loye’s book is to give a vision for the future, and that entails people taking ac-
tion, even if it is only ever insinuated and never forced. As noted (p. 233, l. 21) 
taking action is integral for a ‘warmer and more comfortable future for our spe-
cies’, and that is a call for action no matter how it is phrased. 
 
A distinction between what Loye regards as positive and negative can, as we 
also noted previously be seen throughout the text through his use of Expressives. 
The division is showed in the scheme below and makes clear two opposed iden-
tities of which Loye is attempting to promote the positive.  
 
Positive Negative 
“We” “Those” 
Visions Clinging to the past 
Improving things within yourself, 
your family, town, city, nation, and 
the world 
 
Believe in and strengthen the every-
day life of courage, kindliness, and 
confidence: smiling and waving at 
strangers, joking, remembering old 
friends, gather to celebrate other 
people, protest injustice, and mount 
Focus on killing, murders, rapes, frauds, 
and scandals, and the doubts, fear, and 
distrust of one another which is en-
trenched in the worst of both religious 
and scientific dogmas 
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social and political action. 
Globalisation of the moral mind Globalisation of the lower kinds of mind 
Neighbourhood intimacy across 
thousand of miles through the new 
electronic liberation 
 
Focus on longing, love and renewal Focus on fragmentation and alienation 
Courage and heroism as it is found 
in animals, response to a higher 
calling 
Wars, nuclear bombs, population explo-
sion, hole in the ozone layer, global 
warming, and terrorism 
Think of your children and grand-
children 
 
Darwin and the lost top half of his 
theory 
 
 Mindless consumerism and agony of 
deprivation 
To listen to your heart  
To fight for our rightful nature  
 
Identity 
The text is built upon a picture of a battle using words such as ‘fight’, ‘courage’ 
and ‘liberation’. The battle regards nothing less than the future of our children 
and grandchildren – the future of our very species. The ‘editorial we’ is fighting 
on the good side and the enemy are those who in their beliefs and lifestyle op-
poses this good side. Darwin plays the role of the rescuer who has been buried 
but who can be awakened again to save us. The texts of Darwin provide us with 
all the answers to save ourselves and they tell us that the most important weapon 
is that of belief - belief in courage, kindness, and love. The Presupposition of 
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organic choice tells that the outcome of the fight is up to every one of us and it is 
therefore necessary to join the good side of the battle if the vision shall come 
true.  
 
The reader who chooses to enlist in the battle and become a fighter should take 
on the identity which the positive column is drawing a clear picture of. He 
should first of all use the weapon of belief. He should believe that all the good 
around us has the capability of being that material with which our world can be 
build. He should listen to his heart when it is calling out, be visionary, work for 
improvements in his environment, smile and wave at strangers, joke, remember 
old friends, join celebrations, protest injustice, and mount social and political ac-
tion. He should focus on love, kindness, courage, and heroism. 
 
Through the analysis we have seen how this identity is promoted through the 
Communicative Functions with the Presuppositions as the foundation for under-
standing it. It is though worth noticing how this identity solely is a product of 
Loye’s opinion which the huge use of Expressives and thus not factual.  
 
The identity we have found projected in this section is in accordance with the 
rest of the book. Throughout the book Loye uses a picture of a game going on 
between those who believe in the lost theory of love (second-half Darwinians) 
and sociobiologists whereas the biggest difference between them are the princi-
ples of respectively altruism and selfishness. The identity of a second-half Dar-
winian is a moral being who follows the golden rule and who is thus character-
ised by altruism, sympathy and love towards everyone despite races.  
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From these understandings of the three theories and the analyses that follow, we 
shall discuss how the correlation between the three authors can be seen on dif-
ferent levels. 
 
6 – Discussion 
 
Having presented and analysed different Social Darwinian texts we shall now 
discuss our research question:  
 
How and why do the limitations for construction of identity derived from 
Social Darwinian theories differ? 
 
First we shall compare the limitations we have identified in the texts by Darwin, 
Spencer and Loye; how are they alike and in what ways do they differ? To put 
this into perspective and to investigate the social consequences of such differ-
ences, we shall then proceed to discuss two contemporary political issues within 
these limitations. The issues we have chosen are the present food crisis and pre-
sent climate changes. Finally we will discuss why the differences occur; what is 
the cause and how is it possible? 
  
What do the limitations for construction of identities have in common and how 
do they differ? 
As we have seen in the analyses, the three authors and especially their limita-
tions for construction of identity are in many ways different. There are however 
similarities. All of the three authors agree that species evolve over time by 
means of Natural Selection and they share a naturalist understanding of moral-
ity; that moral conduct is determined by nature.  
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Apart from these similarities, it is difficult to find any significant points on 
which the three authors are alike. 
 
From our analysis of the three authors it has become clear that even the intention 
behind their publications differs. Spencer and Loye deliberately write to con-
vince their reader of a particular understanding of morality and as such to regu-
late the behaviour of that reader. Darwin’s primary intention differs from this 
and is more like that of a scientist: to represent an objective understanding of re-
ality.  
As the intentions of the authors are different so is the use of Communicative 
Functions. Whereas Darwin primarily uses Representatives, the Expressives 
dominate in both Spencer’s and Loye’s texts. Although the macro function of 
Darwin’s text is to represent, he does include some Expressives to evaluate and 
as such to influence the conduct of the reader. This is however limited. 
 
Generally we can say that the limitations for construction of identity in the text 
of Darwin are broader than in that of Spencer and Loye. In Darwin’s text we 
find what is true and false, in Spencer’s and Loye’s texts, what is right and 
wrong, good and bad. 
 
On the matter of evolution the three authors differs in their understanding of 
what we may call the objective, the probability and the process. Or, put differ-
ently in their answers to the question of where evolution may take us, how likely 
it is and what the process will be like. Both Spencer and Loye are convinced that 
the end result of evolution is a state of perfect harmony and happiness and as 
such, they go beyond Darwin who looks mainly in retrospect. Whereas Spencer 
holds evolution to be a definite progressive process both Darwin and Loye are 
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more careful. As Spencer, Darwin explains evolution as an adaptation process 
through which the constitution of a species becomes more fit to the surrounding 
conditions. He acknowledges however, how these conditions differ geographi-
cally and may change over time, wherefore we cannot say that one constitution 
is of a higher nature than another.  Like Spencer, Loye would admit that evolu-
tion may take us to a higher state of being, but only if we actively help it. Both 
Darwin and Spencer know the process of evolution to be inevitable and would 
say that we can only actively spoil it. 
 
Spencer and Loye both claim morality to be essential for man to improve his 
own and other’s happiness. The understanding of what morality is and the 
evaluation of good moral conduct differs however significantly. Darwin states in 
his text, that the decision of what ought to be done is based upon a feeling gen-
erated by instincts. As all humans seek happiness he also concludes that the 
Greatest Happiness principle “(…) indirectly serves as a nearly safe standard of 
what is right and wrong.” (Darwin 1871: 913). Loye explains morality as an in-
ner voice telling us what to do and what not to do, and links morality to the emo-
tional faculty of man. Spencer, on the other hand, condemns the inner voice as 
false and misleading and pleads for our rational capacity to decide.  
 
Good moral conduct for Spencer is to help men to help themselves but never to 
give aid to any inferior samples of a species. He believes evolution to be a puri-
fying process that eventually will take humanity to its final state of perfection 
where happiness will prevail, and argues that we should not interfere with this 
process. As opposed to this Loye believes in organic choice and states that fur-
ther evolution of man will happen only if we take action. We should listen to our 
inner voice, let us be filled with sympathy and help everyone in need. Whereas 
we may determine Spencer as a utilitarian and a supporter of the Greatest Hap-
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piness principle, Loye believes in a necessary coherence between means and re-
sult: happiness must be the cause for happiness. 
 
To sum up, we can say that Darwin helps us to understand our history and 
Spencer and Loye to evaluate our behaviour, both functions essential to a con-
struction of an identity.  
 
Below we have included a simplified illustration of the coherence between the 
three authors and the Social Darwinian discourse. As it is seen, certain important 
limits are given. These are the premise of evolution by means of Natural Selec-
tion as discovered and explained by Darwin and the naturalistic understanding 
of morality. The limits also represent the criteria of Social Darwinism to be 
somewhat intending to regulate conduct. Within these limits we find the three 
authors. Especially Darwin goes beyond the discourse, as the macro function of 
his text is Representative. We find both Spencer and Loye to be sharing impor-
tant points with Darwin, but both of them go beyond. Sometimes along the same 
line, e.g. their understanding of the objective of evolution, sometimes very dif-
ferently, particularly in their evaluation of moral conduct. 
 
 
 
Because the limitations for construction of identity vary significantly among the 
three authors, we shall now investigate the social consequences that it may entail 
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to choose one identity over the other. We shall do so by discussing the issues of 
the present food crisis and present climate changes within the limitations for 
construction of identity identified in the analyses and compared in the discus-
sion.  
 
Case studies 
One case study will be presented at a time along with proposals of how we 
would react to the crises if restricted by the limitations given respectively by 
Spencer and Loye. After these comparisons we will comment on the connection 
these reactions have to the limitations set by Darwin.  
  
CASE ONE: A case study with urgent relevance at the moment would be the 
impeding food crisis, a world-scale problem. It has been estimated that 25,000 
people die every day of hunger, and that 100 million are facing severe hunger in 
the future all over the globe. All the money made through export and production 
in these countries is almost exclusively earned by the larger food conglomerates, 
who are making billions on the production, leaving the farmers no money to 
make up for their losses. Strict export laws and speculation by investors have 
caused food stores in the western world not to be distributed. Also the great 
population growth especially in India and China is a serious threat and will be 
even more so in the future. (Appendix J, cached May 21st, 2008) 
 
This case study presents a worldwide crisis with severe human consequences. 
From our analysis of Spencer and Loye, we can now discuss what actions would 
be taken. 
 
We find that the limitations in Spencer’s text would allow us to do nothing. The 
above scenario is an example of applied Malthus’ law, and that very thought can 
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thus be applied to it. A lack of food in the poor countries leads to a struggle, and 
the fittest will thus come out with food and a chance for continued survival. This 
would let the strongest and most adaptive people survive, ensuring that later 
generations in the starving countries would be better at avoiding starvation, thus 
improving their life and leading to happiness. In short:  
 
Lack of supply => struggle for survival => survival of the fittest => evolution 
=> progression towards the final state of happiness 
 
Although it is clear from Spencer’s text that one might sympathise with the 
plight of those hit, it is the cleanest form of Natural Selection to let them fight 
for their own existence in this way. And ultimately it would be for the greater 
good of humanity. 
 
Given the limitations of Loye, we will find the food crisis to be a pitiful situa-
tion. Knowing our heart to be a safe compass, we would want to follow our sen-
sitivity and help as much as we can. In any situation where humans are in need, 
we need to follow the ethics that, according to Loye, belong to the higher state 
of moral evolution. The third level of the moral agent (as explained in the David 
Loye theory, see also chapter 5.3.1) would clearly state that we, as humans, are 
uniquely suited to feel sympathy for the poor, starving and weak. We do live in 
a world filled with poverty, and we alone have the will and the choice to change 
that. 
 
Thus we see a clear difference between the opinions constructed from Spencer 
and Loye, even though they accept the same premise of evolution. It is not, 
however, always the case that their opinions differ – as we will try to display 
with a second case study. 
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CASE TWO: As the phenomenon of global warming starts to show its results, a 
further escalation can seem worrying. Changes in climate can cause flooding of 
whole areas by the melting of glaciers in the arctic areas on one hand, and 
draughts on the other. By that, some places might not be fit for life anymore. All 
humans will definitely suffer from the consequences. For example, in case some 
inhabited areas are flooded, great amounts of people will become homeless, dis-
eases might get widely spread and resettlement or migration will be inevitable. 
(Appendix K & Appendix L, cached May 27th, 2008) 
 
In this case a different crisis with less direct, yet severe consequences. The limi-
tations of Spencer would in this case allow us to help; or as Spencer would put 
it, help men to help themselves. Since the people suffering from global warming 
through floods and diseases are the victims of circumstance and poor chance, 
there is no way to know if they were fit enough to live on their own, and support 
to help them get back on their feet and live their own life should be encouraged. 
Based on Spencer’s moral ideology, we would probably prefer if the problems 
could be avoided altogether by preliminary actions, but we would definitely 
support a degree of help.  
 
Given the limitations of Loye we would naturally support the victims in every 
way possible for much the same reasons as in the first case. We would also most 
likely help beyond the restrictions of Spencer, for instance to aid the poor for as 
long as needed.  
 
We can conclude that the social consequences of restricting oneself by the limi-
tations of either Spencer or Loye differ. Generally the limitations of Spencer are 
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more restrictive than Loye’s and if his limitations are accepted less help will be 
given.  
 
We will now turn to Darwin and comment on the reactions his limitations will 
generate. It might seem that they can pull in either direction. Loye claims that 
his discourse is designed from Darwin’s own words, and one may think that 
Darwin’s limitations therefore would allow the same reactions as Loye’s. 
Spencer on the other hand, claimed that evolution is based on principles that 
Darwin himself discovered and the vice versa seems therefore also likely.  
 
In answering the question we will turn to the limitations for construction of 
identity found in our analysis of Darwin’s own words. Positioning ourselves 
within the limitations of Darwin’s writings we are concerned primarily with let-
ting Natural Selection work out its cause. At the same time though, we know 
that our actions should be driven by our individual consciousness of what is 
good moral conduct. 
 
It turns out, therefore, that both Spencer and Loye could be somewhat right if 
they claim that Darwin is on their side. They are both concerned with Natural 
Selection and following Darwin’s limitations good moral conduct depends 
highly on the individual’s own convictions. And these convictions can differ as 
widely as do the convictions of Spencer and Loye. That both Spencer and Loye 
in this way fit within the limitations set by Darwin, is in accordance with our il-
lustration that showed that Darwin’s broad limitations cover the two others on 
many points.  
 
It is interesting how such different limitations for construction of identity with 
such different consequences can arise from the same premises of evolution by 
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means of Natural Selection. We shall in the following discuss how this is possi-
ble and what may be the cause. 
 
Why do the limitations for construction of identities differ? 
We may find the answer by looking at the illustration of the coherence between 
the authors and Social Darwinism. As we see the defining limits are very broad, 
the only shared premises are: evolution by means of Natural Selection, a natural-
istic understanding of morality and the intention to regulate conduct. Although 
the premises are to some extent limiting, if we look more closely we find that 
each premise is actually negotiable. How does evolution happen? What is moral-
ity and what is good moral conduct? How does the author intend to regulate 
conduct? 
 
This we have found to be exactly the cause for such different limitations to arise. 
As we have seen in the comparison the three authors definitely understand evo-
lution differently both in terms of objective, probability and process. To Spencer 
and Loye the objective of evolution is a state of perfect harmony and happiness; 
to Darwin the objective is improved ability. According to Loye man has to take 
action to secure a continued evolution, Spencer argues that any such action can 
do nothing but to spoil the process of evolution. More importantly the three au-
thors have a different understanding of what morality is and what is good moral 
conduct. Because Spencer believes the struggle for existence to be a purifying 
process that will naturally bear man to the resulting state of evolution, he con-
cludes good moral conduct to be not to interfere with this process. He objects 
any kind of aid to the weak samples of a species, as this will ultimately bring 
harm to the species as such. David Loye on the other hand believes evolution to 
be a potentially progressive process dependent on the choice we make. For evo-
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lution to be progressive, man has to open up his heart, let it be filled with sym-
pathy and take actions according to this. 
 
Finally we may say that the limitations for construction of identity differ be-
cause the intentions of the authors are different. The macro function of 
Spencer’s and Loye’s texts is clearly to regulate, this function is only found as a 
micro function in Darwin’s writings. Also Spencer and Loye differ in their in-
tention as they intend to regulate conduct differently according to their  own un-
derstanding of right and wrong. 
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7 – Conclusion 
 
We shall now conclude on the research question: 
 
How and why do the limitations for construction of identity derived from 
Social Darwinian theories differ? 
 
It has become clear that the three authors we have chosen to represent the Social 
Darwinian discourse share important premises and, at the same time differ, sig-
nificantly. 
 
The premises that we have found to be shared are the premises for a Social 
Darwinian discourse. These are the Principle of Evolution by means of Natural 
Selection, a naturalistic understanding of morality and an intention to regulate 
behaviour. Because the very concepts of evolution and morality are negotiable, 
and because the definition of Social Darwinism does not limit the intention as to 
how the author wants to regulate behaviour, different theories arise and as such, 
the limitations for construction of identity intrinsic to the texts vary notably. 
 
The research question has hereby been answered, and we shall now elaborate on 
the relevant consequences in perspective to this. 
  
This project arose from reading David Loye who told us the surprising story of 
how Darwin explored the evolutionary meaning of love, sympathy and moral. 
This was very different from the understanding we had of Darwin and his theory 
of evolution, which associated him with many of the same ideas as Spencer’s. It 
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was for instance unknown to us that the term ‘survival of the fittest’ was coined 
by Spencer and not by Darwin, whose name it has often been attributed to. 
As we discovered from reading Loye, a different interpretation of Darwin is 
definitely possible; a much more benevolent one.  
 
The prevailing understanding of Darwin still seems to be associating him with 
Spencer’s Social Darwinian understanding of evolution. It would now be inter-
esting to research why this discourse has become the prevailing one.  
  
As Social Constructionism explains, the individual subject is not imbued with a 
unique consciousness or personality; rather he or she is an ‘empty entity’, the in-
tersection point of a number of ‘discourses’ (Mesthrie 2000:76) As a conse-
quence not only does man create language, but language also creates man. It 
would therefore be interesting to explore the actual consequences it has had, that 
the discourse associating Darwin with the ideas of Spencer has been the domi-
nant one.  
 
According to David Loye this ‘lost theory’ of Darwin “might have changed the 
course of the 20th century in countless ways for the better.” (Loye 2000:2) He 
poses the questions: “could we have gone to war so often, or tolerated being 
globally inundated with television violence, had we believed we were not in-
curably selfish and vicious by nature?” (Loye 2000:2) And with these thoughts 
we would like to end the project posing the questions: 
 
Would the world have been different had we been told another story of Darwin?  
Would the world have been different had we been told Darwin’s lost theory of 
love? 
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9 – Group process description 
 
We were in this group 7 people which is very much inspiring on the one hand 
and a challenge on the other. We spent a lot of time on discussions, which has 
helped us in more than one way; not only have we spent a great amount of time 
on improving our skills in argumentation, we have also gained a more thorough 
understanding of the project as a whole. The downside is, of course, that these 
discussions have taken up quite some time but seeing our structure it has only 
been a minor obstacle. 
 
We met up twice a week including one weekly meeting with our supervisor. 
This was a good way to organize our time since we then got to read and write 
between the meetings where the comments and feedback then could be dis-
cussed. Almost all our meetings were held at RU, which was a deliberate choice 
since we found our productivity was higher here. 
 
We organized the writing process so that we had a couple of intensive periods 
where we meet at a summer cottage or at RU and stayed for a few days getting a 
lot done. That allowed us, at the intervening meetings, to discuss and correct 
what was on paper. This way of structuring was a great way to get a lot done and 
still keep the time to give competent feedback. 
 
This project was initiated by a student proposal which means that the supervisor 
we got appointed had not proposed the project himself, and even though he did 
not possess academic skills in two of our three dimensions, he was a great help 
concerning the part with Discourse Analysis. This was frustrating for some 
group members who were used to get a lot more feedback but on the other hand 
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this project is very much our own. All of us have had a genuine interest in the 
subject and therefore we have been able to keep a high working spirit all the 
way. We have been very good at encouraging each other. 
 
We have made an effort in trying to make everyone feel comfortable and relaxed 
within the group. At each meeting we have had a round of how-do-you-do’s 
which helped us in noticing when someone was distracted by other things going 
on in his or her life. This was another deliberate choice we made from the be-
ginning; by supporting each other we could divide the work load more fairly so 
that we considered everyone’s situation and thereby appointed people to the dif-
ferent tasks. This has resulted in an extremely close-knit group, which was very 
good in some of the more stressed situations where everyone need to rely on 
each other.  
 
One thing to keep in mind for next semester is that our last writing process 
should probably have started sooner. Even though we had no problems in finish-
ing the report in time, it would, for our own sake, probably be a good idea to 
write the last pages a couple of days earlier.  
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10 – Summaries 
10.1 Summary in Danish 
 
Charles Darwin’s bøger Arternes Oprindelse og Menneskets Afstamning var re-
volutionerende i det nittende og tyvende århundrede. Mange nutidige samfund 
vil være enige om at evolutionsteorien bygger fundamentet for forståelsen af li-
vets oprindelse. Som følge af denne teori fulgte Social Darwinistiske teorier. 
Disse teorier bygger på princippet om naturlig selektion, såvel som på en natura-
listisk forståelse af moral med et formål om at regulere menneskelig adfærd. I 
denne rapport har vi brugt den diskurs analytiske metode på tre Social Darwini-
ster, henholdsvis Darwin selv og derefter evolutionsteoristen David Loye og fi-
losoffen Herbert Spencer, som har forskellige forståelser af begrebet moral, 
selvom de begge er baseret på Darwins bøger. Ved at benytte os af de Kommu-
nikative Funktioner, har vi undersøgt hvordan de hver især skaber begrænsnin-
ger for konstruktion af identitet gennem deres forskellige intentioner og forestil-
linger om hvad der er moralsk og amoralsk. Endvidere diskuterer vi hvordan 
disse identiteter vil reagere på nutidige kriser såsom fødevare krisen og klima 
forandringerne.   
 
10.2 Summary in Hebrew 
See appendix M. 
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11 – Abstract paper 
 
With a point of departure in Charles Darwin’s books Origin of Species and De-
scent of Man, we investigate how three Social Darwinist, respectively Darwin 
himself, philosopher Herbert Spencer and evolution theorist David Loye, have 
drawn different conclusions on the bases of their books, with an emphasis on the 
concept of moral. Through doing a Discourse Analysis, with emphasis on the 
Communicative Functions, we find how limitations of constructions of identities 
are created through the different intentions Darwin, Spencer and Loye have had 
in mind. Furthermore, we discuss what social consequences would follow from 
these different identities if applied to the food crisis and the climate changes 
which are contemporary crises in today’s society. 
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12 – Appendix 
- See the following pages.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
